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"THE MINOR WORRIES OF LIFE! 


Why keep your Letters and Payers in a chronic state of confusion 
| when you can have them in a Single Box or Drawer under the 
| simplest possible arrangement in perfect order ? 





_ FREEMAN & SON, Soricrrors, 7, Foster-tanr, E.C.—“ The ‘ Ceres’ Files are quite 
‘the best for a lawyer’s office. The facilities they afford are not to be found in any other 


| IRWIN E. B. COX, Eso., M.P.—Am transferring all my papers to your Files, 
thereby releasing a whole room which was one mass of pigeon holes.’’ Subsequently : 
'® The Writing Table is all I can desire.” 





CALL AND INSPECT THE CERES SYSTEM OR SEND POSTCARD FOR FULLY 
ILLUSTRATED EXPLANATORY PAMPHLET, POST-FREE, 


THE CERES DEPOT, 
10, JOHN STREET, ADELPHI, W.C. 
(Opposite the Society of Arts and two minutes from Charing Oross). 








THE OLDEST &4 WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANOE OFFICE. 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 

SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FipELITy GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonpDs. MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 





HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
4 In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFBITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtamed on application to 
fHE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 











ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS - - - - £ 3,000,000 
INCOME .- : - - £390,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - 1,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - £.11,700,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovur Prorrrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
Age | 
40 





Premium | 
£2 10 °/, 








Age en | Ae | Pen 
20 |4178%,| 30 | £1 16 %, 








£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





20 yrs. 
£1,438 £1,724 


10 yrs. 


30 yrs. 40 yrs. 
£1,199 


£2,067 





Duration | 


_ Amount of Policy 





Next Bonus as at 3lst December, 1901. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE ARE Gap to learn that the opposition to the Bill for the 
acquisition of property for the site of a new Land Registry 
Office is being organized. The following letter, which has 
been written by an eminent City solicitor to a Member of Parlia- 
ment, explains so admirably the — of the opposition that 
we quote it as a model for similar letters, which it is to be hoped 
solicitors throughout the kingdom will address to their repre- 
sentatives in Parliament : 

‘‘Compulsory registration has already proved a failure, involving 
as it does considerable additional cost on the parties dealing with 
land in those districts where wagivieative is compulsory without any 
attendant benefit; yet the authorities apparently desire to tie the 
hands of the Government by embarking a large sum of money in 
building operations, so that the scheme of compulsory registration 
pemears, abandoned at the end of the trial period of three years. 
My profession is, of course, much interested in the matter, and we 
feel it to be a great breach of the arrangement made when the last 
Land Transfer Act was passed, when, contrary to our convictions, 
we agreed that the scheme should have a three years’ trial. The 
scheme, which we knew was doomed to failure, has proved a failure, 
but in any case the arran ; then pe ale into agg - 
d rom before the period of three years expired. I wou 
rues ask you to use ion endeavours to defeat the unfair 

TO) to ently establish the scheme by the erection of these 

ildings, which will be useless for any other purpose than to force a 
continuance of compulsory registration which has already proved 
unsatisfactory.” 





WE revs it is not contempt of Court, under the third head 
mentioned last week, to suggest that the judgments of Ricsy, 
L.J., are rapidly becoming models of brevity. In the current 
numbers of the Zaw Reports his judgments are re 
—— verbatim, in nine cases. In five of these his 
ordship was content to utter the two simple words “I agree” ; 
in three other cases his judgments only occupy from five to 
ten lines of print. In the recent memoir of Lord Bowen it is 
said that his views as to the duty of a junior judge in the 
House of Lords were expressed y his pro to take the 
title of ‘‘ Lord Oo »” and there is a judgment of the late 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon (unreported), addressed to a notorious 
lady litigant in m, which consisted of the three words 
“No! Go away!” In such cases, however, as are worth 


reporting in the Court of Appeal, it is well that all the 
jullges should, at least briedly, deal with both and law. 


23 
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Wuarever the cause may be, it is certainly a fact that 
there have been extraordinarily few criminal cases for 
trial at either assizes or quarter sessions during the last 
three or four months. This week has been quarter sessions 
week for all parts of the country, but in some important 
counties there has been no business at all, while in others 
the business has been very small indeed. At almost every 
sitting of the London sessions since Christmas, as we under- 
stand, the cases have been below the average in number and 
in gravity, and the Old Bailey calendars have not been heavy. 
This diminution in crime (so satisfactory to everyone except to 
lawyers who practise in the criminal courts) is probably due to 
the war. So many thousands of young working-men have gone 
to the front as reservists or as militiamen or volunteers, and so 
many more thousands of militiamen are serving with their 
regiments at home, that there is apparently no necessity for 
anyone who can work to be in want of work, The placas of the 
soldiers who have been called up from their occupations in 
factories and on farms and railways all over the country must be 
filled up; and the consequence is that idle hands have had work 
almost forced uponthem. A man in full work is not very likely to 
commit crime; especially is he unlikely to commit those crimes 
of petty larceny which make up so large a part of our calendars. 
The present state of things seems to shew beyond reasonable 
doubt that idleness is one of the greatest possible incentives to 
crime. Some men will not work: they are hopeless. But if 
every man who will work is found plenty of work to do, 
probably our criminal courts would find that their business is 
reduced to a very small bulk. 





THERE ARE rumours of an intention to group, or interchange, 
the six judges of the Chancery Division in a way which 
threatens to be by no means for the benefit of counsel, solicitors, 
or suitors. The scheme, as rumoured, is that during the whole 
of each sittings there should be, corresponding with the existing 
sets of chambers, four judges of the Chancery Division who 
should not, under any circumstances, hear witness actions, but only 
take the non-witness list, whilst all witness actions, without excep- 
tion, should during such sittings be heard by the other two judges 
of that division. During the following sittings these two last- 
mentioned judges would not hear witness actions at all, but 
would take non-witness work, whilst two of the original four 
judges would in their turn take witness actions only, and there 
would be a similar change for each future sittings. It is to 
be hoped that such a change will not be lightly made. Con- 
sidering not only the administrative nature of most of the work 
of the Chancery Division, and the necessity of working out its 
judgments and orders with supplemental accounts and inquiries, 

ut also the desirability of, as far as ible, insuring that an 
action in all its various stages should come before the same 
judge, nothing but confusion and expense could be anticipated 
from the suggested arrangement. The position is one which 
the Lord Chancellor, to whom rumour attributes the suggested 
change, can hardly appreciate, having regard to the nature of his 
practice when at the bar, and it may confidently be asserted that 
the judges and bar of the Chancery Division would strenuously 
discourage it. Sufficient difficulty is caused already by the present 
practice of ‘‘transfer for hearing only” to a judge who may 
never have to do with the case again, except in the rare instances 
where he directs the further consideration to come before him- 
self; and there is also the difficulty which would increasingly 
arise from the practice (now operating in the interest of suitors) 
of Queen’s Counsel in the Chancery Division being attached to 
particular courts in that division, and not practising else- 
where without a special fee—a difficulty which was found to be 
sufficiently serious even when there was only one witness-action 
judge permanently sitting, to call for the consideration of the Bar 
Council at the request of the Incorporated Law Society. The 
difficulty, with its consequent expense and inconveniences, would 
be re ad increased if the proposed arrangement should be 
carried out, 





No ulcgnce is required in this country to buy diamonds, 
hence it seems strange to read in the newspapers of a charge 








diamond buying. In Cape Colony, however, it is a most serious 
crime, punishable with the greatest severity, for any unauthor. 
ized person to buy diamonds in the rough. But as the profits 
may be very large, the ‘“‘I.D.B.,” as the illicit diamond 
buyer is commonly called, is very hard to get rid of, 
The man charged at Bow-street was accused under the 
Fugitive Offenders Act, 1881, with having committed 
this offence in Cape Oolony, and it was alleged that 
he had brought the diamonds with him to this country. The 
Act provides for the return to any part of her Majesty’s 
dominions of a person accused of having committed a crime in 
that part, and who has escaped and been arrested in another 
part of her Majesty’s dominions. The Act only applies to 
offences punishable with twelve months’ imprisonment 
with hard labour, or any greater punishment. It applies, 
however, to every such offence, ‘notwithstanding that 
by the law of the part of her Majesty’s dominions 
in which the fugitive is, it is not an offence.” This marks 
a great difference between this Act and the Extradition 
Acts, which in many ways it resembles. Under the Extra- 
dition Acts, an Extradition Treaty can only be made with 
regard to certain crimes expressly named in the Acts, and these 
crimes are to be construed according to the law existing ia 
England, or in some other British country, as the case may ba, 
at the date of the alleged crime. It is clear, therefore, that no 
one can be committed for extradition from Eagland unless the 
alleged offence is one which would have been punishable ia 
Eogland if it had been committed in England. Proceedings 
under the Fugitive Offenders Act are, of course, by no means 
uncommon, but it is very uacommon to hear of a charge made 
against a person of having committed an act which would have 
been no offence at all in this country. 





Tue Prevention of Corruption Bill, which was before 
Parliament last year, has been introduced again by Lord 
RussE.L or Kitiowen, and has been read a second time in the 
House of Lords. Its object, as is well known, is to check the 
practice of the taking of secret commissions. For the purpose 
of civil procedure a principal already has a clear remedy against 
an agent who, without his authority, has been making a profit 
in the course of his agency, and he can recover the amount of 
such profit in an action. A typical example is furnished by 
Turnbull v. Garden (38 L. J. Ch. 331), where an army agent 
a by the plaintiff to provide for her son an outfit for 

ndi 


a debited her with the full amount of the invoice prices of . 


the tradesmon supplying the outfit, and retained for his own use 
the discounts he had received. The court ordered these 
discounts to be refunded. ‘ What appears in this case,” 
said James, V.0., “shews the danger of allowing even 
the smallest departure from the rule that a person who is deal- 
ing with another man’s money ought to give the truest account 
of what he has done, and ought not to receive anything in the 
nature of a present or allowance without the full knowledge of 
the principal that he is so acting.” But the civil remedy is in 
practice very ineffective in placing a restraint upon transactions 
of this kind, and Lord Rvussexx’s proposal is to make them 
criminal as well as illegal. ‘The object of the Bill,” says the 
prefatory memorandum, ‘‘ may be shortly stated as an effort to 
check, by making them criminal, a oy number of inequitable 
and illegal secret payments, all of which are dishonest, and tend 
to shake confidence between man and man, and to discourage 
honest trade and enterprize.” The first and second clauses 
are aimed in general terms at persons who give or offer, 
and at persons who receive or solicit, secret commissions. 
Clause 1 provides that every person who shall corruptly, by 
himself or another, and whether directly or indirectly, (a) give 
any valuable consideration to, or to the use of, any agent; or (5) 
offer to give any valuable consideration to, or to the use of, any 
agent, shall be guilty of a misdemeanour ; and clause 2 provides 
in similar terms for the case of the agent receiving or soliciting 
a valuable consideration. 








Tux ast of the Bill obviously lies in the term ‘‘ corruptly ” 
e used in the first two clauses. A general definition of corruption 
preferred at Bow-street police-court against a man for illicit \the Bill does not attempt. The thing, it is explained, is so 
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protean that to define it is almost impossible. In the same way 
the courts have always declined to define fraud. But clauses 3 
to 8 are devoted to declaring that under certain circumstances 
ifts and receipts, or offers and solicitations, shall be deemed to 
corrupt, and those clauses cover most of the illegal trans- 
actions which occur in practice. Thus under clause 3 a payment 
to an agent by a person having business relations with the 
rincipal, ‘‘not beiag bond fide given to the agent for and on 
Pchal of his principal, but under such circumstances that the 
same could be recovered by the principal from the agent on the 
ground of the fiduciary character of the agent,” is to be deemed 
to have been corruptly given and corruptly received. This 
is the ordinary case which arises in commercial life. Clause 
4 deals on the same lines with offers and solicitations. Clauses 
5 and 6 extend the net so as to include payments made to, or 
solicited by, the relations of the agent. , amo 7 and 8 deal 
with a different aspect of the matter. They are aimed at cases 
where A. gives advice to B. to do something that will benefit C., 
when A. has received, or is about to receive, a secret commission 
or other gift from O. to induce him to give the advice. Un- 
doubtedly, as the prefatory memorandum points out, B. ought to 
know that the advice is not independent, and is not given for his 
benefit solely. Such a practice is one of the most Fareticnstle 
forms of corruption. More debateable ground is touched by 
clause 11, which is as follows: “If an agent who has received 
a valuable consideration from a third person omits to make 
on his principal some charge, claim, or demand, which 
he was entitled to make, or omits to receive from his 
principal some valuable consideration which he was 
entitled to receive, such fact shall not be admissible in 
evidence to shew that the receipt of the valuable consideration 
by the agent was not corrupt, but shall be admissible to 
diminish the sum which the agent may be ordered to pay as 
hereinafter provided.” The clause seems to be aimed at the 
practice of sharing brokers’ and other commissions in cases 
where the half share really represents remuneration for work 
done for the principal. The propriety of the practice has been 
defended, and the clause will require consideration. But it is to 
be remembered that solicitors who in perfect good faith have 
adopted it can always put themselves technically right by in- 
forming their clients, at there seems to be no substantial ground 
for objecting to the clause. The Bill proposes as the penalty 
for offences, (a) imprisonment up to two years, with or without 
hard labour, ora fine up to £100, or both imprisonment and 
fine; and (6) liability to refund. Under clause 23 the leave of 
a judge of the High Court, or of the Attorney-General, or of the 
judge of the county court, is required for a prosecution under 
the Act. The provisions of the Bill are further extended by 
a very full definition clause. 





Tuz pectsion of the Court of Appeal (Linpizy, M.R., Ricpy 
and Vavenan Wituiams, L.JJ.) this week in Didisheim v. 
London and Westminster Bank (Limited) (Times, 3rd inst.) 
introduces a considerable simplification in the practice as to 
dealing with the property of lunatics, though it goes very near 


to overruling the previous decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Re Barlow's Will (36 Oh. D. 287). Hitherto it has ap to 
be established that, in an action brought on behalf of a lunatic, 
the court would not order payment or delivery of the lunatic’s 
property unless there had foie a judicial declaration of lunacy, 
and also the appointment of a person duly authorized to receive 
the property. Re Barlow's Will personal property in this 
country belonged to a lady who was detained in an asylum in 
New South Wales without a judicial declaration of lunacy, and 
the Court of Appeal declined to order payment of the corpus to 
the Master in Lunacy in that colony on the ground that no 
title to property in this country was vested in him, though 
under the colonial Lunacy Act he could apparently have 
compelled payment in New South Wales. veral of the 
recent cases on the subject have been based on section 
134 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, which enables the court, 
in a case where the lunatic is resident abroad, to order a 
transfer of stock to a person in whom his personal estate is 
“vested.” For the purpose of that section a liberal construc- 
tion has been given to the term ‘‘ vested,” and it is sufficient 





that there is a person empowered to deal with the stock, a 
it may not be technically vested in him: Re Brown (44 W. 
17; 1895, 2 Ch. 666). But for the section to apply it is neces- 
sary that there shall have been a judicial declaration of lunacy, 
onl ont then the court has a discretion whether or no to direct 
a transfer under it (Re Knight, 46 W. R. 289; 1898, 1 Oh. 
257); though a transfer will be directed if the lunatic is 
permanently resident abroad, and if the person claiming to 
receive the property has a clear title to the custody of it. In 
Re Spurrier’s Settlement (45 W. R. 342; 1897, 1 Ch. 453), 
accordingly, where a lady, resident in Bavaria, had been found 
lunatic by the Bavarian court, payment was ordered to the 
Deposit Commission of that court. In this case the application 
was not apparently under the Lunacy Act, and another recent 
decision, outside that Act, is Zhiery v. Chalmers, Guthrie, & 
Co. (48 W. R. 148; 1900, 1 Ch. 80), where Kexewion, J., 
ordered payment to the ¢utewr of a person who had been declared 
lunatic by a duly constituted French tribunal, it appearin 
that the tutewr was by French law entitled to take possession 0: 
the lunatic’s estate, and to give receipts for moneys forming part 
of the estate. But the friends of the lunatic do not always care 
to have the lunacy judicially declared, and in Didisheim v. London 
and Westminster Bank the question was raised whether this was 
an essential preliminary to an order for the transfer of property. 
In accordance with the above decisions, Norru, J., held that it 
was, and refused to order the defendants to transfer securities to 
the administrateur provisoire under the Belgian law of a lady who 
was detained as a lunatic, but who had not been judicially so 
found (43 Soxicrrors’ JournaL, 642). The Court of Appeal, 
however, upon an elaborate examination of the authorities bear- 
ing on the right of a lunatic not so found to sue by a next 
friend, have reversed the decision. In the absence of a finding 
of lunacy it is perfectly competent for an action to be brought 
in the name of the lunatic by a next friend, and if the action 
succeeds it is competent for the court to order payment of the 
property recovered to the next friend, provided it is satisfied of 
the title of the next friend to receive it. In the present case the 
order of the Belgian court appointing the administrator gave 
him authority to receive the lunatic’s property, and the defend- 
ants accordingly were ordered to hand over to him the securities 
—worth from £300,000 to £400,000—in their possession. 








THE COVENANT TO SETTLE AFTER-ACQUIRED 
PROPERTY. 


SETTLEMENTs of personalty made on marriage generally contain 
a covenant for the settlement of the after-acquired property of 
the intended wife, the object wary ey impress the property with 
the trusts of the property settled by her, and occasionally with 
some variations, the most usual of which is to extend the trusts 
so as to include her issue by any marriage. 

Two objections are sometimes taken to this covenant. First— 
In cases where the marriage has turned out happily and the 
husband has shewn no sigus of extravagance, it is rather hard 
that a parent during his lifetime, or a testator, should be unable to 
give to the wife property to deal with as she likes; this is pecu- 
liarly the case where the marriage has been childless and 
owing to the age of the woman, there is no probability of 
issue.  Secondly—It will be remembered that the result of 
the covenant is, at all events if the settlement is in the usual 
form, to confer a life interest in remainder on the husband, 
so as to render it impossible to give property to the wife 
without conferring a benefit on the husband, which in case the 
husband has misbehaved would be contrary to the wishes of the 
donor. In order to obviate these objections a provision has 
been suggested (see 2 Key & Elphinstone (5th ed.), p. 467; 
(6th ed.), p. 507) exempting property “as to which ia the instru- 
ment under which it is acquired by the wife an intention is 
expressed that it should be free from this present covenant or 
from any provision of a like nature.” It should perhaps be 
observed that if property of this nature is not excepted by the 
settlement itself from the operation of the covenant, no 
used by the donor can exempt it from the operation of the 
covenant: Scholfield v. Spooner (26 Oh. D, 94). 

While the words suggested ia K. & E, ar, effectual 
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where the property is given by will or deed, they appear 
to. be inoffooteal non the wonte of the semper is 
made by delivery, cheque, or in some statutory manner, 
as, for example, where it consists of consols, railway stock 
or debentures. This is a somewhat serious defect in the 
clause, as it is by no means rare for rich parents occasionally 
to make gifts of money, generally by means of cheques, to their 
married daughters. A slight modification of the clause will 
render it effectual in cases of this nature. We propose that it 
should run as follows: ‘‘ Except any property, not acquired for 
value, as to which in the instrument under which it is acquired 
by the said «wife, or in a writing signed by the donor of such pro- 
perty at the time of making the gift thereof, an intention is 
expressed that it should be exempt from this present covenant 
or from any provision of a like nature.”” The form for giving a 
legacy to the wife exempt from the operation of the covenant 
(which will be found at 2K. & E. (6th ed.), p. 717) isas follows : 
“T bequeath to A., the wifeofB,thesumof£ _, and I declare 
that the same shall not be affected by or subject to the trusts 
declared by the settlement executed on her marriage concerning 
her after-acquired property.” As above pointed out, the declara- 
tion that the legacy is not to be affected by the trusts of the 
settlement would be ineffectual if the settlement did not con- 
tain the exception above referred to. Ina case where the settle- 
ment contains no such exception, or where it is not known whether 
it contains such exception, the following form may be used: ‘‘I 

ueath to A., the wife of B., the sum of £ , and I 
declare that if, in the absence of this present provision, such sum 
would be bound by any settlement or agreement for a settle- 
ment, she shall retain for her own use the part thereof, if any, 
which, if it were the only property given to her by this my will, 
would net be bound by such settlement or agreement for a 
settlement, and shall hold the residue of the said sum of £ 
upon trust to apply the same in or towards the maintenance and 
education of her issue living at the time of my death, without 
liability to account so long as such issue shall be properly main- 
tained and educated, and if there shall be no such issue, in trust 
for the person who shall be her husband at the time of my 
death.” If the marriage has not been happy, or if the husband 
has been extravagant, these trusts may require modification ; 
the thing to be attended to is to allow the wife to take for 
her own benefit as much as she can, and to affix trusts on the 
rest of the legacy. 

The provisions in the covenant to settle after-acquired pro- 
perty relating to life interests acquired by the wife declare that 
they shall belong to her for her separate use, and during the 
intended covenant without power of anticipation. If the corpus 
of property is given to the wife, and, owing to the covenant, it 
becomes bound by the trusts of a settlement which is in the 
usual form, the wife can, with the consent of her husband 
during his life, divest herself of part of the property in favour 
of a child by an exercise of the power of advancement. On the 
ee ee is given to or in trust for the wife for 
life, with inder to the children or a child, she cannot give 
up any part of her income during the coverture owing to the 
restraint on anticipation imposed by the covenant. This may 
produce very inconvenient consequences if, after the marriage, 
pro is devised in strict settlement to the wife for life, with 
remainder to her sons successively in tail, and for family reasons 
is is considered desirable to make a resettlement as soon 
as the eldest son comes of age. The question as to what 
are fair terms of resettlement as between a parent and 
child are fully discussed in 3 Davidson’s Prec , p. 276 ; Vaizey on 
Settlements, p. 1590: see, as to gifts to a parent by a young 
person just of age, Powell v. Powell (1900, 1 Ch. 243). With- 
out discussing this question, it may be iaid down that where 
& son just of age makes a resettlement which does not give 
him avy meave of livelihood during his parent’s lifetime, such 

t is not one which an honourable parent would 
insist on, and it may be added that if in such a settlement the 
parent acquires « substantial advantage for himself, there may 
be a risk of the settlement being set aside. So that, practically, 
the restraint on anticipation renders it difficult, if not impossible, 
to make the resettlement. It appears, therefore, to be proper to 
make some variation in the clause which relates to the wife’s 
life interests iu the covenant to settle her after-acquired 





property. Probably the following clause will work well in 
most cases: “ And except an annuity or other estate or interest 
for the life or any part of the life of the said w/e, or for any 
time or period determinable on her death, which, unless a con- 
trary intention is expressed in the instrument by which it is 
acquired by the wife, it is hereby declared shall belong to her 
for her separate use and during the intended coverture without 
power of anticipation, but with power to assign any part or 
parts, not exceeding a moiety thereof, to any child or children 
of the said intended marriage, who, being a son or sons shall 
attain the age of twenty-one years, or being a daughter or 


daughters shall attain that age or marry.” 
Howarp W. Etruinstone. 








THE NEW LUNACY BILL. 


Tue Lord Chancellor’s Lunacy Bill seems at last to have a fair 
prospect of finding a place for itself among the statutes of this 
session. It may safely be said that, if this prospect is fulfilled, 
few legislative projects of the kind have passed through more 
chequered experiences before attaining statutory authority. 
The Bill was prepared for the purpose of effecting several 
reforms in the existing law of lunacy, as to the importance and 
the need of which there is not, and has never been, any con- 
troversy. The duration of ‘“‘urgency orders” was to be cur- 
tailed. The working of the provisions of the Lunacy Acts, 
1890 and 1891, as to reception orders, medical certificates, the 
visitation of lunatics, and similar matters was to be simplified 
and rendered more efficient ; and—perhaps the most vital change 
of all—the entire first instance jurisdiction of the Lords Justices 
in Lunacy was to be transferred to the Masters in Lunacy, 
subject to a reserved right of appeal. Something will be said 
in regard to these provisions in detail later on. The point to be 
noted at present is the curious fact that, while there has 
been practically no contrariety of opinion in Parliament, 
or out of it, as to the necessity for its enactment, the 
Lunacy Bill has in three successive sessions—those of 1897, 
1898, and 1899—been allowed to be either defeated or retained 
in the category of “contentious measures” in consequence of 
the strenuous opposition offered by various local authorities and 
others to clauses which, so far as the general public are con- 
cerned, were of comparatively little interest or moment. 

The first matter to attract hostile attention was a clause in the 
Bill, as introduced in 1897, dealing with the pensions of asylum 
officers and attendants. The proposal was to make such 
pensions the same as those of Poor Law officers—the date of 
superannuation being sixty years of age. This scheme was 
attacked from two different standpoints—viz., by those who 
thought that the pensions granted would be too liberal ; and by 
those who maintained that, inasmuch as the duties of asylum 
attendants are far more onerous than those of Poor Law officers, 
the contemplated scale of pensions was too low, and that, 
since immediate and constant contact with patients is apt 
to make the persons who have the charge of them mentally 
affected, the suggested period of superannuation was 
too high. Ultimately the Lord Chancellor abandoned the 
pensions clause (see Parliamentary Debates, 4th series, vol. 50, 
p. 1449; ib. vol. 51, p. 138, 142; vol. 57, p. 347; vol. 69, p. 
1434)—the subject-matter of which ought, indeed, naturally to be 
dealt with in a separate Bill, preferably introduced in the Lower 
House. In the Bill, as it now stands, the only provision relating 
to pensions of asylum officers is one contained in clause 23. It 
enables the visiting committee of an asylum, for continued 
service in which any officer or servant is incapacitated by an 
injury sustained in the actual discharge, and, specifically 
attributable to the nature of, his duty, without his own default, to 
grant him an annual allowance out of the county or borough 
fund on leaving the service, or to grant, in case of his death, an 
annual allowance or gratuity to his widow or mother and to his 
children, or any of them. If the allowance or gratuity is payable 
out of the county fund, the grant must be confirmed by the county 
council. 

The next points to which strong exception was taken in 
the Lunacy Bill of 1897 were a group of provisions empowering 
the Commissioners in Lunacy to insist on alterations ia the 
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regulations of asylums and hospitals (Parliamentary Debates, 
4th series, vol. 51, p. 134 et seq.), and the Secretary of State to 
compel conformity to plans and contracts sanctioned by him and 
affecting the structure of asylums (7d. p. 875). The grounds of 
opposition to these proposals were that the former gave the 
Commissioners in Lunacy too much power, and was particu- 
larly objectionable in the case of asylums managed by 
publicly-elected authorities ; while the latter ignored the right 
of the visiting committee to be heard before its action was 
condemned. That these criticisms possessed considerable force 
could not be denied. In our system of lunacy administration, 
the provision and the management of asylums are matters left 
for local authorities to deal with, subject to this exception, that 
a Central Lunacy Commission has been appointed to maintain 
uniformity in the principle upon which the treatment of lunatics is 
to proceed. The question where the line is to be drawn between 
local freedom of action and central control is always a difficult 
one. “On the one hand,” said Lord Hatssury, in moving the 
second reading of the Bill of 1898 (Parliamentary Debates, 4th 
series, vol. 57, p. 346) ‘‘it is felt that the advantages of local action 
are lost if they are hampered or stereotyped by too much interfer- 
ence in detail; on tho other hand, it is futile to provide a board 
of control if they have no real power.”’ It may be added that the 

resent law as to plans for asylums is not satisfactory. Under 
the Acts of 1890 and 1891 such plans have to be approved of by 
the Secretary of State, but he has no power to interpose in the 
not infrequent cases where the buildings are subsequently used 
in a different way from that to which his consent was given. 
In the new Lunacy Bill, as amended, the difficulty under 
consideration appears to have been solved. The power of the 
Commissioners in Lunacy to require amendments of regulations 
is limited to hospitals, and if the committee of management 
decline to comply with the requisition they have the right 
to lay their views before the Secretary of State before it is 
enforced (clause 16). Again, the appropriation or use of 
asylum buildings for purposes other than those shewn in 
the sanctioned plans must be reported to the Commissioners in 
Lunacy, and the original use may be ordered to be restored, or 
may be safeguarded by any necessary modifications, at the 
instance of the Secretary of State (clause 20). 

We may pass now from the controversial provisions in the new 
Lunacy Bill to the important clauses as to which there is no con- 
troversy. It will be possible, therefore, to deal with these somewhat 
briefly. The time during which an urgency order is to remain 
in force is to be four days instead of seven (clause 1 (1)); the 
person signing the urgency order, and the medical practitioner 
granting the certificate on which it is founded, are to make and 
sign a statement that it is necessary for the safe and proper 
treatment of the alleged lunatic that he should be forthwith 
placed under care and treatment, and shewing fully and specifi- 
cally the reasons why an urgency order is required (7d. (2) ); 
and any wilful misstatement in this document will be punishable 
as a misdemeanour (7). (3) ). These provisions should go far to 
preserve the very valuable emergency procedure created by the 
Act of 1890 from abuses, to which notorious events in recent 
years have shewn that it is at present liable. Then follow a 
number of clauses simplifying the existing procedure with 
reference to ordinary reception orders. 

It is to besufficient that a patient is taken forexamination before, 
or visited by, the judicial authority who has made the order for his 
reception, instead of, as at present, before or by an independent 
judicial authority (clause 2 (1)). The disqualifications for 
signing medical certificates in support of a petition for a recep- 
tion order are extended so as to include the person who makes 
the reception order and any officer or servant in the employment 
of the ing committee of a hospital or the licensee of a 
licensed house (clause 6). A pauper lunatic or alleged lunatic 
wandering at large may be temporarily removed to a workhouse 
and detained there for not more than three days, although the 
inquiries which a justice may think it advisable to make under 
the present law before ordering such removal and detention 
cannot at once be completed (clause 5); and the existing powers 
of county court judges to deal with property of small amount 
belonging to lunatics is extended to property of lunatics in a 
— clause 10). 

t has 





system that it failed to grapple with the problem how to 
provide for the treatment of incipient insanity. The relatives 
of persons shewing signs of mental disturbance are naturally 
averse to having the stigma of insanity officially affixed to the 
family name. In many cases—and these sometimes not the least 
serious—‘“ unsoundness of mind” in the legal sense of the term 
may not exist; and even where it is certainly present, medical 
practitioners, in spite of the fresh statutory powers given to the 
courts by recent Acts of Parliament to stay summarily vexatious 
proceedings, display great hesitation in granting certificates 
which may involve them in legal difficulties. Moreover, the 
rigour with which the Commissioners in Lunacy interpret the 
provisions in the Act of 1890 against the detention of persons 
as lunatics in unlicensed houses has in the past made the 
adequats treatment of cases of incipient insanity under private 
care a very difficult matter. The new Lunacy Bill provides 
(clause 25) that if a medical practitioner certifies that a person 
is suffering from mental disease, but that the disease is not 
confirmed, the patient may be placed under private unlicensed 
care for a period not exceeding six months. The facts, and any 
change in the residence of the patient, are to be duly notified to 
the Commissioners in Lunacy, who may visit the patient if they 
think proper, and ample precaution is taken against the indefinite 
extension of this mode of treatment by a provision that on the 
expiration of the period mentioned in the certificate another certifi- 
cate is not to be given within two years thereafter in respect of the 
same patient. This is one of the most interesting departures 
that the lunacy law of England has made in modern times, and 
the results of the experiment will be awaited with anxiety. Two 
other steps in the same direction are made by the new Bill— 
the one extending the summary ee ee of the 
Masters in Lunacy to cases of arrested mental development 
(clause 29), the other enabling the managers of asylums and 
hospitals—as well as, under the present law, the licensees of 
licensed houses—to receive voluntary boarders (clause 14). 

The last clause to which reference must be made (clause 28) 
makes the Master in Lunacy judge in lunacy of first instance. 
The result will be to relieve the Lords Justices of a considerable 
body of work and to assign to them what is really their proper 
one in regard to lunacy jurisdiction—viz., that of ju of 
appeal. 








REVIEWS. 
EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


THE Powers, Duties. anD LIABILITIES OF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS 
AS BETWEEN THESE OFFICERS AND THE PusBiic. A CONCISE 
INQUIRY INTO THE Limits OF EXECUTIVE AUTHORITY, AND THE 
REMEDIES FOR BREACH OR Excess THEREOF, By A. W. CHASTER, 
Barrister-at-Law. Firra Eprrion. Stevens & Haynes. 


An executive officer, according to Mr. Chaster’s definition, is 
‘‘an officer employed by the S or local authority to put into 
actual execution the laws, or some portion of the laws, of such State 
or authority as the case may be.” He accordingly excludes judicial 
and ministerial officers, who are not personally concerned with the 
execution of the law, but the scope of the book as thus determined is 
wide enough to have called for much industry in its compilation. 
As it has reached a fifth edition we presume it has been 
found useful in practice, though it has defects which are 
sufficiently obvious, and which by this time should have been 
corrected. An officer who is in frequent request is the constable, and 
it is im t that, in a manual ing to define his duties and 
powers, these should be clearly stated; in particular his power to 
arrest offenders should be so set out as to leave no doubt in the mind 
of the reader as to the circumstances under which the power may be 
exercised, We en Seaty sy Se Sb. Stee eels Se 

t, and generally the infurmation wae Se anes Sey 
spoilt by deficient arrangement. On the other hand he has to 
grapple with a vast mass of details, and sometimes he has succeeded 
in compressing a large amount of information and many references 
into a small compass—as, for example, in the list of tenant's fixtures 
'atp. 71, The book deals in Part I. with cases in which the Crown is 
/@ party, and in Part II. with local jurisdiction, taking Eagland, 
| Scotland, Ireland, and Wales in succession. The third part deals 
‘ with the liability of executive officers ing to act in the course 

of their om: and contains a useful collectionof authorities on the 
, subject. The book, from the nature of its contents, requires a full 





ng been a reproach to the English lunacy | index, and this Mr. Chaster has furnished. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
AGENCY ALLOWANCE TO SCOTCH AND [IRISH SOLICITORS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—With reference to your editorial note at the foot of Mr. 
Nicholson’s letter in Saturday’s issue of your paper as to agency 
allowance to Irish and Scotch selicitors, as solicitors having a large 
connection with all parts of Ireland and some in Scotland, we beg to 
to say it is our invariable and recognized practice to allow agency 
terms on interchange of business with both those countries; and we 
have always received it as well as allowed it. 

EwBANK, ParTinGTon, & LEwIs, 

3, South-square, Gray’s-inn, April 2. 





ESTATE DUTY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—It seems to the writer that the double object of protecting the 
Revenue and purchasers would be effected by an enactment that a 
purchaser should be free from any claim from estate duty in respect 
of the purchased land, after giving notice to the Revenue that the 
purchased land appeared to be subject to a claim for estate duty, and 
informing the Revenue of the parties appearing from the title to be 





application on the 25th of December last at the Personal Application 
), 7 for a grant of administration to the estate of her late husband, 
C.D. Having some difficulty about obtaining sureties for the bond, 
the nature of which she did not understand, she called on me on the 2\st 
of February, and I told her that I would be one of the sureties, her 
brother consenting to be the other. As her brother is a busy man and the 
head of a large business in the city. I suggested that she should obtain the 
bond from Somerset House in order that it might be executed by him 
and myself without the loss of time involved by personal attendance at 
the department. Mrs. D. went round to the Registry with the official 
receipt, but her request for the bond was refused, and she was told 
somewhat brusquely, ‘‘ Your solicitor ought to know better, and you can 
tell him so if you like.” 

When she came back she gave me more information about the matter, 
and I understood from her that the bond had not yet been executed nor 
the affidavit sworn. She further informed me that the gross value of 
the estate was about £118, consisting of money due from a friendly 
society and insurance money due from the Prudential Assurance Co. The 
ticket which my client received from your department stated the duty at 
£1 10s. and fees and bond at £1, whereas the correct duty for an estate 
under £200 appears to be £1 only. Mrs. D. then asked me to act for 
her, and on my attention being further directed to the facts it appeared to 
me doubtful whether the policy-moneys which had been treated as part of 
the estate were not in fact her own property, the policy having been taken 
out at her instance and kept by her, and the premiums having been 
always paid by her. I consulted in a friendly way two counsel 
whom I generally go to in equity and common law matters respectively, 
and I was unhesitatingly advised by both that the policy-moneys did 
belong to Mrs. D., and were not part of her husband’s estate. Even 
if, however, this money did form part of the estate, the debts, &c., of the 
deceased (as to the deduction of which nothing was said to my client at 
the Personal Application a would have brought the net amount 
of the estate below £100, so that no duty at all was properly payable. 

Ido not know whether you would desire to give me any explanation as 
to why the department refused to let my client have the bond for execu- 
tion by the sureties if she desired it, why £1 10s. duty was asked for in 
respect of an estate under £200, aud why attention was not called to the 
effect of deduction of debts, &c., from the gross amount of the estate. 

I have since applied for and obtained a grant in favour of my client in 
ordinary course, and I should be obliged by a return of the sum of £1 
paid on account to the Personal Application Department under all the 
circumstances.—I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


(Signed) 
Haseltine Owen, Esq., Chief Clerk, 
Personal Application Department, Somerset House, W.C. 


Personal Application Department, Principal Probate Registry. 
Somerset House, London, W.C., March 20, 1900. 
Sir,—In answer to your letter, I beg leave to inform you that by the 
rules of this department no agent (paid or unpaid) of an applicant can be 


recognized. 

If Mrs. D. will call here herself, I will give her all the information 
about her case which I am able, and will return her 12s. 6d. which she is 
entitled to. I may say that this office was closed on the 25th of last 
December, so it is impossible that she can have made application here on 
that day.—I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) 


E. D. 


G. F. Apams, Chief Olerk. 


21st March, 1900. 
O. D. (deceased). 
Sir, —I am in receipt of your letter of yesterday’s date. 





accountable. The acknowl ent by the Revenue of this notice 
would become a document of title shewing the purchased land to be 
released from the estate duty charge. On the other hand, this 
necessity for giving notice to the Revenue by the purchaser would | 
prevent vendors from evading the payment of duty, an evasion that | 
would be easy if purchasers had no concern to see that the Revenue 
notice of the claim having arisen. W. A. ARMSTRONG. 
23, Victoria-terrace, South Shields, March 31. 
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THE PERSONAL APPLICATION DEPARTMENT AT THE 
PROBATE REGISTRY. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir,—The Personal Application Department at the Probate Registry 
used. It is not, however, generally realized by the public 
oes not work we ag but makes special charges beyond 
ordinary probate fees—that it involves, in some cases, at least, 
loss of time to those who avail themselves of it—my client in 
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case referred to below was detained from 9.30 to 3.30 on the da 
gave tia instructions to prepare the papers—and that the officials 
naturally have the interests of the Government that pays them 
rather than those of the applicants, and are not likely to take 
me trouble as a solicitor will in seeing that all proper deductions 
made in the interest of the estate. 
The enclosed correspondence is not without instruction to both the 
public and the profession. E. D. 
March 26. ‘ 
The following is the correspondence referred to : 


14th March, 1900. 
Sir,—Mrs. J. D., who is a client and an old friend of mine, made 


it 


aE 
£ 


, ten years was £3, 


Mrs. D. will no doubt apply for payment of the 12s. 6d. to which you 
inform me the is entitled, and I note that your department puts her to the 
unnecessary trouble of a personal attendance and that it retains 7s. 6d. 
I also note that the “‘ rules’’ of th> department prevent your giving me, 
her solicitor (somewhat uncivilly referred to as “ an agent paid 
or unpaid ’’), a written reply to inquiries which I consider were 
properly made in the interests of fair and courteous dealing with 
the public generally, and should have been answered. I observe, 
however, that the department has been good onough to relax its ‘‘ rules ”’ 
to the extent of affording me information on the subject of an obvious 
clerical error in my letter which the department had the means of easily 
correcting for itself. For ‘‘ December ”’ please read ‘‘ January.’’—I have 
the honour to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) E. D. 


G. F. Adams, Esq., Chief Clerk, 
Personal Application Department, Somerset House, W.O. 








The forty-seventh report of the Charity Commissioners for England and 
Wales, which will shortly be issued, says the Times, shews that the sum 
produced by the sales of real property of charities during the year 1899 
was £882,914 14s. 6d. Tuis amount represented a very considerable 
increase on the eum realized in a si way in any year during the last 
decade, The aggregate amount received from this source during the last 

2,626 19s. The entire sum in stocks and investments 
held by the official trustees of charitable funds on the 3lst of December, 
1899, amounted to £20,173,654 16s. 8d., divided into 21.005 separate 
accounts. During the last five years gifte of not less than £1,000 each to 
charitable uses, subject wholly or partially to the jurisdiction under the 
Charitable Trusts Acts, have been made to the amount of about five 
million pounds, of which about one-half are, and one-half are not, 
required by the donors to be permanent. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
ReCRUDDAS. Re SMITH. CRUDDAS v. SMITH. No.2. 28th March. 


Witt—Power or Apporintment—Exercise oF Power—Invesvep Funp— 
APporInTMENT OF Sprcirrep Sums—VALvE oF INVESTMENTS. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. The facts were as 
follow: The testator, George Cruddas, by his will dated the 9th of May, 
1878, bequeathed the sum of £30,000 to trustees, to be invested as there 
mentioned, and upon trust to pay the income thereof to his daughter Jane 
Maria Smith during her life, and after her death the same sum, together 
with the interest thereof, was to be held upon such trusts as the daughter 
should by deed or will appoint in favour of her children who should attain 
twenty-one or marry under that age, or of ber grandchildren, and in default 
of appointment in trust for her children who being sons should attain 
twenty-one, or being daughters should attain that age or marry previously, 
with the usual hotchpot clause. The testator died on the 7th of April, 
1879. The daughter by her will dated the 18th of October, 1890, after 
reciting the above gift in her father’s will, appointed in pursuance of the 
power that ‘‘ the said sum of £30,000, together with the interest and annual 

roceeds thereof, by the said will of my father directed to be held in trust 

or me, my children and grandchildren, as therein particularly mentioned, 
and over which I have such power of appointment as aforesaid,’’ 
should after her death be held by the trustees, together with 
the interest and annual proceeds thereof, upon the trusts follow- 
ing—viz., first as to the sum of £1,000 part thereof in trust for her 
daughter Emmeline. The testatrix made similar appointments of another 
sum of £1,000, one of £4,000, and three of £6,000 each, describing each of 
these sums as ‘* part of the said sum of £30,000.’’ She then appointed 
another sum of £6,000, describing it as ‘‘ the remainder of the said eum of 
£30,000.’’ At the date of the death of the testatrix, which occurred on 
the 23rd of January, 1899, the investments representing the sum of 
£30,000 were worth £39,000. Kekewich, J., held that the appointees took 
only the specific sums of cash appointed to them respectively, and that the 


surplus of £9,000 went as in default of appointment. Some of the 
appointees appealed. 

Tue Court (Linpiey, M.R., Ricry ‘and Vavenan Wriuams, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 


Linpiey, M.R.—In this case I think you have only to look at the 
father’s will and the daughter's will to see what is meant. Starting with 
the father’s will, he does not give his daughter p wer to ge 30,000 
sovereigns, but a power to appoint a sum of £30,000, which was to be 
invested. Then the daughter by her will recites this power, and the says 
this, which to my mind is the key to tie whole thing. She directs that 
‘the said sum of £30,000, together with the interest and annual proceeds 
thereof, by the said will directed to be held in trust, &c.”’ is to be held upon 
the trusts she specifies. She is dealing with the £30,000 as an invested 
sum ; she tells you what to do with it, with the interest, and every time 
she says ‘‘a part thereof’’ she is not dealing with the 30,000 sovereigns, 
but with the invested sum. I think she intended to dispose of the whole 
fund in the proportions which she mentioned. 

Riesy and VavcHan Wii1ams, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunsri, Renshaw, 
Q.0., and E. Ford ; Wright Taylor; H. Fellows. Soxicrrors, Rooke ¢ Sona, 
for Barrow § Smith, Manchester ; King, Wigg, § Co., for George Armstrong § 
Sons, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

[Reported by J. I. Sriztivxa, Barnster-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


LLOYDS BANK (LIM.) v. PRINCESS ROYAL COLLIERY CO. (LIM ) 
Byrne, J. 3rd April. 

Practice—Lzave To Discontinue Action—R. 8. OC. XXVI. 1—Avuxmiary 
PROCERDINGS BEFORE ANOTHER TRIsuNAL—OCosts INcIpENT To THOSE Pro- 
CREDINGS CosTs IN THE ACTION. 

Adjourned summons. In 1897 the plaintiffs commenced an action 


before Romer, J., alleging that the defendants had trespassed upon a 
certain gale or colliery work belonging to the plaintiffs situate in the 


sanction would not be given until the before the gaveller 
had been terminated. The plaintifis now applied by summons 
under R. 8. C., ord. 26, to be allowed to discontinue their action, and the 

uestion arose as to whether the costs incurred in the before 
the gaveller were costs in this action within the of ord. 26, r. 1, 
and ought to be paid by the plaintiffs. Counsel for the tiffs con- 
tended that the discretion given to the court as to costs is limited to such 
costs as could have been given at the trial The court could not have 
sufficient materials before it in this action to decide the question of costs 
incurred in connection with the proceedings before the gaveller. Had the 
plaintiffs proceeded with their action, or had it been dismissed for want of 
prosecution, in neither case could they have got more than the cosets of 
that action. Counsel for the defendants contended that the reason why 
the plaintiffs went before the gaveller was to support their action for 
trespass. It is “just” that the plaintiffs, wishing to discontinue this 
action, should pay the costs of the proceedings before the gaveller which 
were incident to the action. 

Byrne, J., without going into the question whether this court has 
jurisdiction to deal with the costs incurred in the ings before the 
gaveller and on the application for mandamus, held it would not, upon the 
merits of this case, be ‘‘ just’ to order the plaintiffs to pay the costs 
incident to those proceedings. Judgment for the plaintiffs, with costs of 
the adjournment.—Covunss1, Rowden, Q.C., and J. B. Wood ; Lovett, Q.C., 
and 0. L. Clare. Sourcrrors, Blyth, Dutton, Hartley, ¢ Blyth, for M. F. 
Carter, Newnham ; Wood, Biggs, ¢ Nash, for Winterbotham § Son, Stroud. 

(Reported by R. Laicu Ramssoruam, Barrister-at-Law. } 


DUCHESS OF MARLBOROUGH v. DUKE OF MARLBOROUGH. 

Byrne, J. 3rd April. 
SETrLEMENT—OonsTRUCTION—PowER TO JoINTURE Wrves x Svuccesston— 
Drvorce or Serrtorn—Powrr To Jornture Sgconp WIFE DURING 
Liretme or First Wire. 


This was an action by Lily, Dowager Duchess of Marlborough to obtain 
a declaration that che Be entitled toach of £2,500 on the Marlborough 
estates appointed to her by her husband, Charles, eighth Duke of 
Marlborough, deceased. The facts of the case were as follow: The 
Marlborough estates were resettled in 1866, and under the deed of settlement, 
dated the 14th of July, 1866, the eighth duke, who was then the Marquis 
of Blandford, was empowered, subject to a jointure in favour of the wife of 
the seventh duke, to appoint to any woman whom he might yearly 
rent- by way of jointure to the ro amc y, if 
the then uis of Blandford should die in the lifetime of the seventh 
duke, during the lifetime of the seventh duke £1,500 a year, and after 
his death £2,000 a year; if the Marquis of Blandford should survive the 
seventh duke £2,500 a year. The settlem: nt provided that the power might 
be exercised as often as the uis of Blandford might marry, and that 
the settled estates should not be le to a of jointures exceed- 
ing in the whole the sum of £4,000. In 1 the Marquis of Blandford 
appointed to the use of his first wife, Lady A. Hamilton, the following 
rent-charges: if he should die in the lifetime of the seventh duke 
£1,500, and after the death of the seventh duke £2,000 a year; but if he 
should survive the seventh duke £2500 a year. In 1883 the Marchioness 
of Blandford, who is still living, obtained a divorce from the Marquis of 
Blandford, and subsequently in the same year the seventh Duke of Marl- 
borough died. Lord Blandford, who thus became Duke of Marlborough, 
married the plaintiff in 1888, and mr to her a jointure of £2,500 a 
year. The question arose whether it was in the power of the eighth duke 
under the settlement to jointure a second wife while the who had 
been his first wife was living. — v. Wynter (31 W. R. 396, 22 Ch. D. 
619) was referred to in the argument. t 
A J., held that the Duke of Marlborough had, after the dissolution 
of bis first marriage, power to create the jointure in favour of the plaintiff. 
—Counset, Levett, Q.C., and Brinton ; Haldane, Q.O., Ashworth James, and 
W. H. Cozens-Hardy. Sorscrrors, Whitehead, Marshall, § Co.; Nichols, 
Manisty, § Co. 





(Reported by J. Anruur Paice, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
THE BUXTON LIME FIRMS CO. (LIM.) v. HOWE. Div. Court. 
2nd April. 


Forest of Dean, and subject to the Dean Forest Mines Act, 1838, and the Ewriovers anp Worxuen Act, 1875—Acrusment or Ssxvice—Frvrs, 


Acts amending the same, and the awards, rules, and regulations made 
under those Acts, and claimed, among:-t other things, ‘‘if and so far as 
might be necessary, to have the line of boundary between the plaintiffs’ 
gale ahd a gale belonging to the defendants called the Princess Royal 
Colliery ascertained and determined.”” The defendants, in their defence, 
objected that the plaintiffs ought to have their boundary ascertained and 
determined under the provisions of the Dean Forest Mines Acts, under 
which dieputes as to boundaries are to be settled by an officer called the 


gaveller, or his deputy. The plaintiffs, after delive:y of the defence, | James Howe entered the service of the ap, 


the County of Derby. On the 2nd of January, 


Penaurres, on Drawnacks, rw Assent Wrrnovr Leave—Riour To 
Dismiss on Payment or Wacss To Date Lzss axy Foves so [vcureep 
—ArrTer DIsMIssAL AND PAYMENT OF ALL Wacrs pur Scumons TAKEN 
Ovr ro Recover Five ror Two Days’ Assence Wirsovt Psrmisston— 
Truck Act, 1896, s. 1, suB-sEcTIoN 2 (n). : on iin _ 
pecial tated justices of the peace of the Bake vision 
: oa ss 1899, the respondent 
ts and was employed b: 
provided that he sho 


took no further proceedings in the action, but applied to the gavelier | them under an agreement of that date 
of the Forest to ascertain and determine the” disputed poonhiey serve t'e company exclusively for twelve calendar months in the work of 
between the two gales or collieries iu accordance with the Acts. The ge ing limestone and breaking it to the required size, for which he was to 


gaveller at first refused, but the plaintiffs ultimately compelled him 
by mandamus to act, and he gave an award. 


The gaveller made no | of 


iw on the usual fortnigh days the sum of 7}d. for every 2,240lbs. 


mestone got and properly 


into the oneeye wagons. 
award as to the costs of the proceedings before him, and the Dean Forest | was a clau-e in the agreement to the effect that workman should be 


Acts contained no provision enabling him to do so. The defendants | ‘‘subject toa fine or penal s 
day on which he was absent without cone, in the case of illness. 


The ent concluded: ‘In the even 
conditions of this 
that such | every such case, it shall be lawful for 


to dismiss the Ohancery action for want of prosecution, but the ft 
the plaintiffs to set down the action forthwith but that it ould 


ty or drawback of 2s. 6d. foreach and every 


breach of any of the 


the of the workman, then, and in 
seefa te company to dismiss the workman 





were made es to the proceedings. The defendants meanwhile applied 
0 


not come into the paper without his sanction, and intimated 
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without any notice or without being liable to make any payment by way 
of damage or otherwise for dismissal without notice, but all wages earned 
shall be paid up to the time of dismissal, less any amount then due for 
fines, penalties, or drawbacks for absence as aforesaid should the company 
insist thereon.”” On the 13th of September, 1899, the respondent applied 
for leave of absence from his work on the 14th, 15th, and 16th of September, 
and leave was granted for the first and refused for the other two days. On 
hearing that Jeave on the i5th and 16th was refused, Howe said he should 
take French leave, and he absented himself without permission on the 
~—_ in question. He returned to work and received wages, no demand 
being made for any penalties until he received the particulars of claim 
attached to the summons to appear before the magistrates. The company 
preferred their claim for 5s. under the Employers and Workmen Act, 
1875, as a fine or penalty, or alternatively, by way of damages from the 
respondent. The magistrates held that the appellants by their agreement 
with the workman had the remedy for the offence in their own hands, and 
that their proper course would have been to have deducted the penalty from 
the next payment of wages, as they had done in similar cases; that the 
agreement came within the Truck Act, 1896, and that proceedings to 
recover a penalty under it could only be brought after a strict compliance 
with the terms of that Act; that, in their opinion, section 1, sub- 
section 2 (b), of that Act had not been complied with, and that the par- 
ticulars of claim attached to the summons was not a compliance with the 
Act, and they accordingly dismissed the summons. 

Tue Court (Riotey and Dartiine, JJ.), reversed the decision of the 
justices. In their opinion they were wrong in finding as a fact that the 
agreement in the present case came witbin the Truck Act, and therefore the 
claim should have been determined under the Employers and Workmen 
Act, 1875. Case accordingly remitted.—Cotnset, Hextall ; Herbert Jacobs. 
Soxicrtors, Cree § Son, for Sydney Taylor, Buxton; Steadman § Van 
Praagh, for Arthur Neld, Sheffield. 


[Reported by Ersxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL ». WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY 
GAS CO. Div. Court, 2nd April. 


MerroporiraN ManaGeMENT—Bvi.tpinc Erectep ny Gas Company—Less 
THAN PREscRIBED DisTANCE FROM CENTRE oF HichHwAy—Powers Con- 
FERRED ON Company BY Private Acts—Lonpon Buriipine Act, 1894 
(57 & 58 Vicr. c. 213), ss. 13, 205. 


Appeal by the London County Council from the decision of E. W. 
tt, Eeq., metropolitan magistrate, on a special case stated by him. 
The question for decision was whether the gas company were empowered 
by their special Acts of 1866 and 1880 to erect buildings in contravention 
of the general Acts relating to buildings in London. The respondents 
appeared at the South-Western police-court in answer to a summons 
charging that the gas company, at certain highways in Wandsworth, did for 
twenty-eight, days after service of notice neglect to comply with the require- 
ments of the notice —namely, to eet back a wall so as to comply with the 
London Building Act, 1894. The complaint was that the respondents had 
built a purifying house within 15ft. of the centre of a highway. The 
respondents contended that they did not come within the London 
Building Act or the Metropolitan Management Acts as their private Acts 
of 1866 and 1880, read together, gave them powers to erect buildings on 
whatever part of their own land they thought fit, and that section 205 of 
the London Building Act, 1894, expressly exempted them from the condi- 
tions imposed on building owners by section 13, under which these 
proceedings had been instituted. That section enacts that no person shall 
erect any new building in such a manner that the external wall shall be 
less than the prescribed distance from the centre of the highway, but the 
only express exemption in the Act was in regard to railway companies. 
The magistrate dismissed the summons, but at the request of the appellants 
stated a special case. 

Tue Covrr (Riptzy and Dartrne, JJ.) allowed the appeal. The 
respondents were subject to the provisions of the London Building Act, 
1894, unless there was something in their private Acts which was incon- 
sistent with the general provision of that statute. The court did not find 
that there was any expression in the respoudents’ series of Acts that led to 
that conclusion, and although section 205 of the Act of 1894 gave them 
certain saving rights, it did not give them any additional powers to those 
they had before.— Counsret, Horace Avory and Daldy ; Lord R. Ceil, Q.C., 
and Snagge. Soutcrrors, W. A. Blaxland; R. W. Cooper & Sons. 

{Reported by Ersxine Rein, Barrister-at-Law.1 


REG. v. GRAY. Div. Court. 28th March. 


Contempt or Court—CommissIONER oF AssiIzE—PrERsONAL ARUSE IN NEws- 
PAPER OF JUDGE SITTING AS JUDGE—JURISDICTION OF CourT TO PcnIsH— 
PUNISHMENT. 


Rule calling on Thomas Lancaster, of the Daily Argus Buildings, 
gham, to attend the court to answer for ‘‘contempt of court 
committed by bim on the 16th of March, 1900, by publishing in a certain 
newspaper styled the Birmingham Daily Argus, an article headed ‘A 
Defender of Decency.’’’ The article complained of was a gross and 
scurrilous abuse of Mr. Justice Darling while sitting at Birmingham as Com- 
missioner of Assize. Mr. Howard A. Gray, the editor and writer of the 
article in question, now appeared and put in an affidavit expressing regret 
and spologizing for the article, and counsel appeared for Mr. Gray to 
— that regret and apologize to the court. Cur. adv. vult. 

‘He Court Clord Russett, C.J., GrantHam and Puiiimore, JJ.) 
convicted the defendant, and ordered him to pay a fine of £100 and £25 
costs. 

Lord Ruasext, C.J., in delivering the judgment of the court, after stating 





the facts of the case, said: As these applications are happily of an unusual 
character we have thought it right to explain a little more fully than is 
perhaps a what does constitute a contempt of court, and what 
are the means which the law bas placed at the disposal of the Judicature 
for checking and punishing contempt of court. Any act done or writing 
published calculated to bring the court, or a judge of the court, into 
contempt or to lower his authority, isa contempt of court. That is one 
class of contempt Another clases is any act done or writing published 
calculated to obstruct or interfere with the due course of justice or the 
lawful process of the courts. That is another class of contempt. The 
former class belongs to that act which Lord Hardwicke characterized as 
‘*scandalizing the court or a judge ’’; but that description of that class is 
to be taken subject to one qualification, and an important qualification— 
judges and courts are alike open to criticism if reasonable argument or 
expostulation is offered against any judicial act as contrary to law or the 
public good No court could or would treat that as contempt, and the 
courts would not be, and ought not to be, astute in such cases to criticize 
adversely what, under such circumstances and with such an object, is said ; 
but it is to be remembered in this matter that the liherty of the press is 
no greater and no less than the liberty of every subject of the Queen. 
Now, no one could, I think, suggest, and, as I have already mentioned, 
it has not been suggested, that this is not a contempt of court, and 
that it does not fall—and nobody has suggested that it falls—within 
the right of public criticism in the sense that I have described. It is 
personal scurrilous abuse of the judge asa judge. We have, therefore, 
to deal with it as a case of contempt, and we have to deal with it 
brevi manu. This is not a new-fangled jurisdiction; it is a juris- 
diction as old as the common law itself, of which it forms part, a 
jurisdiction the history, the purpose and extent of which are admirably 
treated in the judgment of Wilmot, C.J, when a justice in the 
Queen’s Bench, in his ‘‘ Opinions and Judgments,’”’ at p. 243. It is 
a jurisdiction, however, to be exercised with scrupulous care, to be exer- 
cised only where the case is clear beyond reasonable doubt, but if it is 
not a case beyond reasonable doubt the courts ought to leave, and will 
leave, the Attorney-General to proceed by criminal information. How, 
then, are we to deal with this matter? That it is a serious case 
no one can doubt, and I do not hesitate to say, speaking for myeelf 
and for my brethren, that, if it had not been for the conduct of 
Gray since the publication, and especially if it had not been for the 
affidavit which he has put before the court for its consideration, we 
all think it would have been our duty to have sent him to prison for a not 
inconsiderable period of time. But he has come forward and frankly 
acknowledged his own individual and sole responsibility ia the matter. He 
has done more; he has in the affidavit to which I have made reference, we 
hope and we believe, sincerely expressed his regret for what he has done. 
[After referring to the contents of Mr. Gray's affidavit, the learned judge 
concluded :] Howard Alexander Gray, the judgment of the court is that 
you be fined £100, and a further sum of £25 for costs, and that you be 
detained if necessary, and if necessary be lodged in Holloway Gaol until 
these sums be paid.—Counsgx, Sir R. FE. Webster, A.G., and H. Sutton ; 
Hugo Young, Q.C., and Zangye. Soutcrrors, The Solicitor to the Treaswry ; 
Pepper, Tangye, § Co., for Pepper, Tangye, § Winterton, Birmingham. 
[Reported by Sir SHzrston Baker, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. 1 


BARNETT v. THE CORPORATION OF ECCLES. Div. Court. 2nd April. 


Purtic HeattH—ComPensaTion FOR DamaGe—Costs or DEFENDING 
ProceeDINGs WRONGFULLY TAKEN ny Loca AuTHORITY—PusBLic HgALTH 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 308. 


Special case stated by an arbitrator to whom a question of com- 
pensation under section 308 of the Public Health Act, 1875, had been 
referred. The corporation, as sanitary authority of the borough of Eccle:, 
served a notice upon Barnett requiring him to abate a nuisance alleged to 
have arisen in respect of certain cottages of which he was the owner, and 
for that purpose to execute certain works. In default of compliance with 
the notice, the corporation laid a complaint before justices under 
section 95 of the same Act. At the hearing of the complaint Barnett 
called several witnesses and the justices made an order requiring him to 
comply with the notice. Barnett appealed tc quarter sessions, and the 
appeal was dismissed subject to a case stated for the opinion of the High 
Court. A Divisional Court allowed the appeal, being of opinion that the 
nuisance arose from the default of the corporation and not from that of 
Barnett. They therefore quashed the orders of the quarter sessions and 
of the justices and ordered that the corporation should pay the costs of 
the appeal and of the proceedings at petty sessions, such costs to be taxed 
by the Master of the Crown Office. Under this order the taxed costs of 
the appeals to quarter sessions and to the Queen’s Bench Division were 
paid, but not the costs incurred by Barnett in defending himself 
at petty sessions. His actual costs reasonably and properly incurred 
exceeded the costs paid to him by £160 18s. Section 308 of 
the Public Health Act, 1875, provides that ‘‘where any person 
sustains any damage by reason of the exercise of any of the powers 
of this Act in relation to any matter as to which he is not himself in 
default full compensation shall be made to such person by the local 
authority exercising such powers”’ ; disputes as to the fact of damage or 
amount of compensation are to be settled by arbitration. The arbitrator 
awarded that if the court should be of opinion that full compensation only 
includes the costs to be taxed as between party and party and does not 
include the costs incurred by Barnett in dfending himself before the 
justices, nothing was due to Barnett from the corporation ; if otherwise, he 
awarded £160 18s. to Barnett. The following cases were cited: Brierley 
Hill Local Board v. Pearsall (35 W. R. 56, 9 App. Cas. 595), Bater v. Mayor 
of Birkenhead (41 W. R. 513 ; 1893, 2 Q. B. 77), Purten v. Honnor (1 B. & P. 
205), Quarts Hill Co, v. Eyre (11 Q. B. D. 674), Cockburn v, Edwards (18 
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Oh. D. 449), Walshaw v. Brighouse Corporation (47 W. R. 600; 1899, 2 
Q. B. 286), Andrews v. Barnes (39 Ch. D. 133). 
Tue Court ae ea and be eer 9 og -) held that te siege was not 
titled to more than his taxed costs of the proceedings before the petty 
scales, quarter sessions, and the Divisional Court. The law aid not 
contemplate as a head of damage the difference between the sum awarded 
by law and that larger sum which in practice every ——— has to poy 
Section 308 of the Public Health Act, 1875, made no difference. e 
case of Bater v. Mayor of Birkenhead was distinguishable, for there the 
plaintiff could not have recovered the cost of ap; before the justice 
under any order. He only recovered the sum claimed as the reasonable 
mses to which he had been put through the act of the local authority. 
In Walshaw v. Brighouse Corporation the justices had not been asked to 
adjudicate on the costs at all.—CounseL, Danckwerts, Q.C.; Marshall, 
Q.C., and Clarke Hall. Soxtcrrors, Ridsdale ¢ Son, for Bailey, Eccles; 
Chester & Co., for Marriott ¢ Co., Manchester. 
[Reported by T. R. C. Dit, Barrister-at-Law.] 


FARMER v. WILSON. Div. Court. 30th March. 


ConsPIRACY AND Protection or Property Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 86), 
s. T—BEsETTING—ENGAGEMENT OF SEAMEN Wirnovut Licence—RIGurT oF 
SeamMeN TO Furi ENGAGEMENT. 


Case stated by justices of South Shields upon the hearing of an informa- 
tion by the appellant under section 7 of the Conspiracy and Protection of 
Property Act, 1875, charging the respondents for that they, with a view to 
compelling thirty-seven persons to abstain from doing certain acts which 
they had a legal right to do, to wit, remaining on board the steamship 
Syren and fulfilling engagements made by them with the Shipping Federa- 
tion (Limited), wrongfully and without legal authority beset a certain place 
where the said persons happened to be, to wit, the said steamship Syren 
and the approach thereto. The facts wereas follows: The Syren was lying 
moored in the Tyne, and was occupied by the Shipping Federation asa 
depét ship for men intending to serve as seamen on toatl ships belonging 
to members of the federation, which is an association of shipowners. The 
thirty-seven persons were at the time on board The Siren and had 
entered into engagements with the federation to remain on board 
of her until engaged to ship as seamen on board vessels belonging to 
members of the federation, receiving in the meantime daily wages and 
rations from the federation. The ements between the thirty-seven 
persons and the federation were made by the federation through its officials. 
Neither those officials nor the federation had at any material time a licence 
from the Board of Trade under section 111 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, for the purpose of engaging or supplying seamen to be entered on 
board any ship in the United Kingdom, nor were the federation or its 
servants the owner, master, or mate of any ship, or ond fide the servant 
and in the constant employment of the owner, or a superintendent within 
toat section. The thirty-seven persons while so on board The Siren did 
not work or serve as seamen or otherwise. On the part of the respondents, 
it was contended that in entering into the engagements with the thirty- 
8 ven persons the as Federation had contravened the provisions 
of section 111 of the Merchant as Act, 1894; that, therefore, 
remaining On board The Siren and fulfilling their engagements were not 
acts which the thirty-seven persons, or any of them, had a legal right to 
do; that the relation of master and servant or employer and workman did 
not exist between the federation and any of the thirty-seven persons ; and 
that, therefore, section 7 of the Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act 
was not applicable to the case. On the part of the appellant, it was 
contended that the federation had not contravened wile 111 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894; that remaining on board The Siren and 
fulfil mg their en ments were acts which the thirty-seven persons had a 
legal right to do, whether the federation had contravened the section or 
not; and that it was immaterial, for the purposes of section 7 of the 
Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, whether or not the 
relation of master and servant or employer and workman existed between 
the federation and the thirty-seven persons. The justices found 
that there was a besetting in fact with a view to compel the 
po See persons from i on board The Siren and 

ig their engagements with the federation. They were, however, 

of opinion that the federation, in entering into the engagements with the 

thirty-seven persons, had contravened section 111 of the Merchant Shipping 

Act, 1894, and that, therefore, none of the thirty-seven ons were 

legally entitled to remain on board The Siren and fulfil their engagements 

the federation, that the relation of master and servant or employer 

and workman did not exist between the federation and any of the thirty- 

seven persons ; and that, therefore, section 7 of the Conspiracy and Pro- 

tection of Property Act, 1875, did nct apply. They prin ons dismissed 
the information subject to the present case. 

THE Courr (Day and Lawrance, JJ.) held that the thirty-seven persons 
had a legal right to be on the ship and falfil their engagements, whether 
the federation had or had not committed a breach of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894 (which latter question was not argued), and that the decision of 
the justices was wrong. They therefore remitted the case to the justices 
with a direction to convict.—Counsrt, Marshall Hall, Q.C., and Temperley ; 
en Q.0., and Pilcher. Soxtcrrors, Botterell ¢ Roche; Patterson § 


[Reported by T. R. C. Drxt, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Sir Francis Jeune, as we stated last week, intended to have taken on 
me agg aay last ta pe jury —— om ows Bench 
vision, but it was announced on Monday that there would be no sittin 
owing to the illness of his lordship. J " 





COMPANIES. 
ATLAS ASSURANCE COMPANY. 


The annual general court of proprietors of the Atlas Assurance Co. was 
held on Tuesday, the 27th ult., at the Company’s House in Cheapside, Mr. 
C. A. Prescorr (chairman) presiding. 

The ninety-second annual report, which was submitted to the meeting, 
stated that in the life department 568 policies were issued, assuring 
£359,417, at annual premiums of £13,350 2s. 6d., of which £46,250 was 
reassured at annual premiums of £2,183 7s. 11d., leaving the net new sums 
assured for the year £313,167, with annual premiums of £11,366 14s. 7d.. 
and single premiums of £156 19s. 1d. There were issued in addition 7 
leasehold policies for £11,450 at annual premiums of £549 3s., and 
single premiums of £286 5s. 10d. Proposals for £29,650 were declined. 
Claims had arisen under 153 life policies for £109,862 12s. 10d., including 
bonus additions, a sum much wi! the amount expected. In addition 6 
endowment assurances for £6,778 5s., and 2 leasehold assurances for 
£1,350 had matured. The premium income had amounted to £151,911 11s., 
and the life fund had been increased by £43,798 8s. 4d. The usual quin- 

uennial valuation of the assets and liabilities of the life department had 
m made as atthe 31st of December last by the actuary of the company, 
who had reported that had this valuation been made on exactly the same 
basis as that of the valuation at the 3lst of December, 1894, there would 
have been a sum available for distribution of £157,445, as compared with 
£124,137 at the last division. Actin — his advice, however, the 
directors had decided that 2} per cent. should be adopted as the rate for 
valuing the a business as well as the with-profit business, and 
that an additional sum should be set aside as reserve for early payment of 
claims and of loading for limited ium policies. Further, that the 
bonus should be- distributed at 2} per cent. instead of 3 per cent., 
in order to avoid oe future profits. These changes had the 
effect of making the a ble surplus £135,263 13:. 4d., from 
which the directors had declared a reversionary bonus at the rate 
of 28s. per cent. per annum since the last division upon the sums 
assured and existing bonuses of participating policies, leaving a sum of 
$2,775 13s. 4d. to be carried forward. The total amount distribu'ed to 
licyholders for the quinquennium, including interim bonuses and 
muses applied as discount from premium under ‘discounted bonus 
policies,’’ would then amount to £174,649 as compared with £148,110 for 
the previous quinquennium. The directors had further ordered that the 
same interim bonus of £1 2s. 5d. per cent. per annum should be paid 
upon with-profit policies of five years’ standing upon which the full 
—— had been paid, under which claims might occur before the next 
istribution In the fire department the net premiums were 
£416,029 3s 10d., and the losses had amounted to £261,421 3s. 5d., being 
62°8 per cent. of the premiums. The surplus for the year, being balance 
of profit and loss} account, was £34,717 3s. 8d., which the directors had 
resolved to apply as follows: In payment of a dividend for the year «f 24s. 
share (being 24 per cent. on the original paid-up capital), free of 
come tax, which would absorb the sum of £28,800, and of which, as an 
interim dividend £6,000 or 5s. per share had already be~n paid, in adding 
to the fire fund, bringing it up to £397,000, the sum of £5,000, and to the 
reserve fund, bringing it up to £54,614 15s. 8d., the sum of £917 3s. 8d, 
making a total of £34,717 3s. 8d. The fire and reserve funds would then 
stand at £451,614 15s. 8d. The total assets of the company now amounted 
to £2,373,276 5s. 11d. 

Mr. 8. J. Prrxrn (secretary) having read the advertisement, 

The Cuarrman moved the adoption of the report. He observed that the 
life department had done very well during the year. Tae number of 

licies issued were two less than during 1898. They were 568 as com- 
pared with 570. But the amount assured was £359,000 as against £338,000, 
so that there was a considerable increase so far as the amount as ured was 
concerned. He thought that was very satisfactory. There had been claims 
on 153 life policies, whilst in the previous year there were claims for 
158. The amount of claims for 1899 was £109,000, as against £127,000 
in 1898, which was a distinctly favourable comparison. The company had 
had very few claims in rated-up lives and few cases, from the point of 
view of duration of the policies. The average duration of the policies 
under which claims had been made amounted to twenty-seven and a-half 
years, which was a very favourable feature. ‘The premium income 
amounted to £146,000 in 1898, and to £151,000 in 1899, and the life fund had 
increased by upwards of £43,000. He thought that might be considered 
favourable. The next point was an important one, and here he thought he 
should have the approval of the shareholders. In making the usual guin- 
quennial valuation of the assets and liabilities of the life department the 
rate of interest had been taken at 2} cent. all round. He wes 
glad to say that this course had been Band under the advice of their 
—_ able actuary, Mr. Crores, and the result of doing it in that way had 
fully justified him in the view which he had taken. He thought 
it was a very favourable feature of the life department that they were able 
to take the quinquennial valuation at that rate and yet shew a division 
as good, at any rate, as that of the previous year. Coming to the 
fire department, the position was not exactly the same as that of the 
life department. The com had had a very g year. A 
good many of the offices had the same sort of experience, but not- 
withstanding that the past year had not been a very good one, the net 
premiums in the fire department were £416,000 as against £389,000 in the 
previous year. This was a very considerable increase, But the losses had 
amounted to £261,000 as against £235,000. The net result was that the 
loss rate this year was 62°8 as against 60°5 in 1898. That was a little 
too high, it must be admitted, but the company had had great difficulties 
to contend with during the year. There had been an increase both in the 














364 THE SGLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





April 7, 1900. 





es, 





home and in the foreign department. But as far as the foreign depart- 
ment was concerned it was an open secret that the United States not 
done very well; and it had not done very well because there had been 
waged a fearful competition tending to break down the tariffs, at a time, 
too, when losses where abnormally numerous. There were signs forth- 
coming that that war will, in all probability, in future be less dangerous to 
the underwriters. The company had had a difficulty to contend with also in 
regard to South Africa. at was naturally to be expected. The board 
were unable to trace any definite losses as arising from the war, but when a 
country was disturbed as was the case with South Africa, and when a 
des'ractive war was in progress it must interfere with business of all 
kinds. The surplus of the year was £34,700, as against £36,300 in the 
previous year, and the board had been enabled out of that sum to declare 
a dividend at the same rate as in the previous year, and to add £5,000 to 
the fire fund and £917 3s 8d. to the ordinary reserve fund. That was an 
addition of nearly £6,000 to the reserves, and he thought, considering 
what the year had been, that that was very satisfactory. That would 
bring the fund up to £397,000, which was a very nice little sum, but 
he wished it was larger. During the last ten years they had added about 
£200,000 to the fire and general reserve. ae to the assets and liabilities, 
the proprietors’ assets amounted to £688,000. It was satisfactory to be able 
to state that taking the total of the book values of that item it shews that 
the market value on the 31st of December, the date of the report, was con- 
siderably greater than the book value as taken in our balance-sheet. 
The same observation applied with regard to the life. There was a 
profit in that department upon the investments, and in addition there 
was the life investments reserve fund of £4,000 on the other side, 
so that he thought it would be admitted that the assets shewed very 
well. The average rate of interest was £4 1s. on life account and 
£3 15s. 4d. on proprietors’ account, which was a very good average 
considering the class. of things they felt bound to take. It had been found 
that the branch system which was introduced a few years ago worked very 
well and brought in business well. It had been very beneficial to the 
onary J of the company. He ought to call attention to the fact that the 
board had been very well «gery indeed by the manager and the 
whole of the staff, and the work had been very well done in a somewhat 
trying year, and the staff deserved the thanks both of the board and of the 
=. 
r. J. P. Currie (deputy-chairman) seconded the motion. 

Mr. Cores said that the 2} per cent. valuation proved that the life 
department was very much more than solvent. The chairman had referred 
to the 2} per cent., and had also stated that the premium income kept 
growing, and it was very satisfactory and very creditable to the administra- 
tion in that they could more than make up the waste with good business. 
He was not quite sure whether rated-up policies might not be quite so 

rofitable as the other clases if the rating-up were handled judicially. 

akivg the average of the last five years the fire department was working 
al ng very comfortably. He would like to see the £475,000 beyond the 
paid up capital increa:ed to £500,000, and that the dividend should then 
be increased to 303. A great advantage of the company was 
that the capital was very small in proportion to the growing 
figures in other respects. Mr. Pipkin hi led the way in this 
‘_- of late years. Theirs had been a very narrow company, but 

r. Pipkin bad extended its operations to its advantage. He hoped the 
company would not undertake too great risks with regard to the Eastern 
States of America, but he bore his earnest testimony to the value of the 
management of the affairs of the company. 

Toe Cuateman said the life department not only paid a premium but it 
shared in the expenses of the office, and he thought it was much more 
= than the figures appeared to shew. With d to rating-up 

e had not meant that the board did not accept any bad lives, but that of 
those they had taken there had been very fewclaims. The board were 
n +t opposed to rating-up lives. The capital was small, and it was wise to 
keep it small, but the smaller it was and the more the business was 
increased the greater must be the addition to the reserves. Thbat must 
always be borue in mind. 

The motion was adopted. 

Un the motion of the Cuarrman, seconded by the Derury-Cxareman, the 
re-iring directors were re-elected as follows: Mr. Henry John Gardiner, 
Mr. Francis Alexander Johnston, Mr. Oswald Cecil Magniac, and Mr. 
Eugéne Frederick Noel. 

Un the motion Mr. Cores, seconded by Mr. Cotziys, the auditors, 
Messrs. Price, Waterhouse, & Co., were re-elected. 

Mr. Cores moved a vote of thanks to the chairman, the directors, the 
manager, and the staff. 

Ma. Coxi1ns, in seconding the motion, remarked that he had listened 
with @ great deal of pleasure to the observations of the chairman regarding 
the services rendered by the staff. Some of the proprietors knew how 
much was owing to the gentlemen who held the several positions on the 
staff, and coming from the chair these observations were very satisfactory 
to those outside the board. 

The motion having been carried, 

‘The Cuarnaan, in returning thanks, said that the board had the interest 
of the company very much at heart. The past year had not been an easy 
one, bat altnouzh competition was very strong, the company was holding 
its own pretty well. 

Mr. Prpxiy returned thanks for the staff. He said the vote of thanks 
was all the more welcome because if the fire account only were looked at it 
might seem that the staff hardly deserved the vote, but he could tell them 
honestly that the fact of the year’s work being not so satisfactory as usual 
was not at at all due to apy want of loyalty or active and intelligent 
service on the part of ihe whcle of those who served the company at home 
or abroad. There had been a bad year in two foriegn 





which had 





hitherto yielded firstrate profits. This must be expected occasionally aug 
was provided for in the reserves. But the vote, coming after such a year, was 
the more welcome and would stimulate the staff to further exertions with 
the hope that the result of 1900 would make them feel that they were more 
worthily entitled to the vote, if the proprietors should be so good as to 
offer it at the meeting next year. 





STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 


The seventy-fourth annual general meeting of the Standard Life 
Assurance Co was held at Edinburgh on Tuesday. The following results 
for the ye+r ended the 15th of November, 1899, were reported: 5,392 
policies were issued during the year, aseuring £2,209,182; the total existing 
assurances in force amounted to £25,149,564 ; the claims by death during 
the year amounted, including bonus additions, to £596 894; the claims 
under endowments matured during the year amounted, including bonus 
additions, to £27,041 ; the revenue for the year amounted to £1,198,171- 
and the accumulated funds amounted to £9,508.709, being an increase 
during the year of £328,158. The dividend and bonus t» the proprietors 
was declared at the same rate as last year, viz., £2 per share, p»yable the 
15th of May and November during the current year. 





SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIELY (LIMITED). 


The eleventh annual general meeting of the Solicitors’ Law Sta‘ionery 
Society (Limited) was held on Thursday, the 5th inst., at the society’s offi.e, 
22, Chancery-lane, Mr. Richard Pennington in the chair. 

The report stated that the turnover had increased from £30,598 in 1898 
to £33,212 in 1899, and that the profit of the year was £1,252 103. 3d. The 
directors recommended a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, 
and the placing of £300 to reserve. Mr. Sam Bircham and Mr. E. P. 
Turner joined the board in January last. 

Toe chairman, in moving the adoption of the report, observed that the 
profit was the largest that the society had made since it was founded. 

Mr. Grinham Keen s. conded the motion, and it was adopted. 

The retiring directors, Mr. H. E Gribble and Mr. Grinham Keen, were 
peoetes, and 0, also, were the auditors, Messrs, Fuller, Wise, & 

isber. 

The meeting closed with a vote of thanks to the chairman. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Rosert Cory Hanrort, solicitor, of No. 14, Bedford-row, Lond, 
died on the 2ndinst. of pneumonia, at the age of fifty-nine years. Mr. 
Hanrott was admitted in 1865. 





APPOINTMENTS. 
The Hon. Freperick Cxartes Moncrizrr, barrister, has been appointed 
a Puisne Justice of the Supreme Court of Ceylon. 
Mr. Ricnarp Mytes Brown, barrister (Judge of the Seychelles Island-). 
has been appointed to be a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of 
Mauritius. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 


Mary Gertrupe Buioxsome, deceased.—. pee who can give infor- 
mation relating to any Will made by the above-named Mary Gertrude 
Bloxsome, deceased, formerly of 5, Clarence-square, Pittville, Cheltenham, 
then of No. 1, Porteus-road, Padaington, London, late of 153, Waldegrave- 
road, Preston, Brighton, who died at St. Saviour’s Hospital, Osnaburg- 
street, London, W., on the 23rd day of October, 1899, is requested 10 
communicate with us, the undersigned.—Hallowes, Carter, & Ellis, 3°, 
Bedford-row, London, solicitors. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLuTIONs. 


Cxares Stewart Doveitas Wapz and Artuur CampBeL. Wane, solicitors 
(Wade & Wade), 4, St. Helen’s-place, London, E.C., and Saffron Walden, 
Essex. March 25. [ Gazette, March 30. 

Gasrret Lixpo and Artavr Linpo, solicitors (Lindo & Co.), 2 and 3, 
West-street, Finsbury-circus, London. March 31. 

Henry ApDENBROOKE and THomas Vincent Howzecue, solicitors (H:1- 
beche & Addenbrooke), Sutton Coldfield. Nov. 13. [ Gazette, April 3. 





GENERAL. . 


It is stated that Lord Justice A. L. Smith is recovering from his receu' 
chill, but he will not return to the Appeal Court again during the preset 
sittings. 

Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy will be the Easter Vacation Judge, and will 
be in attendance at Queen’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Thursday, 
the 19th of April, at 10 30. 


Mr. Justice Channell will preside at the concluding lecture of the present 
series given by the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association, which is to be 
delivered by Mr. A. Underhill, LL.D.,. on the 24th inst,, at seven o’clock, in 
- Old Hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on the subject of ‘‘ The Land Transfer Act, 
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The United Law Society will hold its annual dinner at the Hotel Cecil 
on Monday, the 9th of April. The speakers will include the Lord Chief 
Justice, who will preside, Mr. Haldane, Q.C., M.P., the Hon. Isaac A. 
Isaacs, Q.C., and one or two other distinguished members of the 
profession. 

A correspondent of the Zimes writes: “It is understood that arrange- 
ments are in contemplation for the construction of four additional courts 
jor the judges at the Royal Courts of Justice. It is expected that the 
new courts will be erected outside, but adjacent to and connected with, 
the present building.’’ 

The Right Hon. C. OC. Kingston, Q.C , and the Hon. J. R. Dickson, two 
of the colonial delegates to England in connection with the Imperial 
Federation Bill, visited the Central Criminal Court on Wednesday and 
occupied seats on the bench next to Mr. Justice Grantham. Mr. Justice 
Grantham introduced them to the jury, remarking that they were in this 
country as delegates from the Australasian colonies appointed to assist in 
arranging the difficult questions involved in the important matter of 
Imperial federation, and they had visited the court to-day to see the 
system on wr ich justice was administered in the mother country. 

In the course of the debate on the second reading of the Lord Chief 
Justices’ Prevention of Corruption Bill, Lord James of Hereford said that 
some years ago a suit wes instituted before the late Master of the Rolls, 
Sir George Jessel, by a large firm of merchants at Bombay, who com- 
plained that their shipping agent in Lancashire had systematically charged 
them with a very large amount of commission which he had no right to 
charge. Investigation shewed that there were two invoices used, = 
that the transactions were so conducted as to make a difference of 70 
cent. in favour of the commission agent. In the course of the Mad end 
Sir George Jessel inquired of the eminent counsel for the defendant what 
was the answer to the complaint; and the reply was that the practice was 
universal in that particular trade —— Lancashire and was prevalent 
elsewhere. Counsel said that he had a large number of respectable people 
in court to give evidence in proof that the practice was universal. The 
judge said, ‘‘ You can eend those respectable people home ; and the sooner 
they leave ‘the court the better’’?; and judgment went in favour of the 
firm of merchants. 

At the opening of the April sessions of the Central Criminal Court on 
Monday, Mr. Charles Mathews, on behalf of the bar practicing at this 
court, congratulated Sir Forrest Fulton on his a) et ge to the office of 
Recorder of London, remarking that they rejoiced in the selection made 
by the Court of Aldermen and the Lord Ohancellor. They were glad to 
think that his appointment was a reward f: r his meritorious services. Mr 
Blanchard Wontner, on behalf of the rolicitors practising at the court, 
desired that their branch of the legal profession might be associated with 
the bar in offering their congratulations. Sir Forest Fulton, in returning 
thanks for the congratulations, said that the office of Recorder of London 
had been held by many distinguished men. To him the most interesting 
of his predecessors was Sir Edward Cvke—distinguished alike as a lawyer 
and a statesman— who held the office fora od of six months. Like 
himself, Sir Edward Coke received the whole of his education prior to 
proceeding to the university at King Edward VI.’s Grammar School, 
Norwich. That school had produ many distinguished men—among 
them Lord Nelson—and it was a curious coincidence that it should have 
produced two Recorders of London. 

An extraordinary thing has happened (says an American journal) ; 
the portrait of a woman now hangs among the two or three hundreds 
of judger, barristers, and law writers that distinguish the walls of 
Hatvard’s Law School. Its presence is the recognition of the labours 
of the widow of John Austin, the celebrated authority on jurisprudence. 
Mrs. Austin was unwilling to leave her husband's life work unappreciated, 
and made efforts to secure some one to prepare his lectures on jurispru- 
dence for publication, but there was no one, and her friends urged that 
she should take up the task herself; and at last she did so, spending 
several years in the accomplishment of the difficult work. Most of the 
lectures had been delivered extempore, and the notes were meagre. At 
last, however, the work was done, the book was publish d, and now, after 
having gone through five editions, ousahen the authority on the subject. 
The hanging of Mrs. Austin’s portrait, then, is a recognition of ber 
husband’s value, her own ability, and her extraordinary labours. [We 
believe that the above statement is not quite accurate; that, in fact, a 
considerable part of Austin’s lectures was in manuscript at his death, but 
not in a form suitable for publication; and that Mrs. Auetin, while 
afflicted with a painful disease, with the assistance of Be, or two legal 
friends, completed the work. | 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reeistrars in ATTENDANCE ON 
Date AppgsL Court Mr. Justice 
; No, 2. Srieiixe, 
Mr. Godfrey Mr. Lavie 
Leach 


Godfrey Lavie 
Leach Carrington 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Brewer. Cozens-Harpy. Farwetu. Buck.uey. 

9 Mr. Church Mr. King Mr. Pemberton Mr. Carrington 
10 Greswell Jackson Lavie 
Church King Pemberton Beal 
Greswell Farmer Jackeon Pugh 


Mr. Justice 
Kexewica. 


Mr. Pugh 
Beal 








aa deat acation will cous: commence on the 13th of April, and terminate o 
Tuesday, the 17th day of April, both days inclaalfe ond 


CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 


SPRING ASSIZES, 1900. NorTHesn. 


N. Eastern. 








Phillimore, J. 
Bueknill 





Thursday, April 19 
Wednesday, May 2 
Monday, 














rik PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 
April 10.—Mesers. Denznnam, Tewson, Farmer, & Bripcewaren, at the Mart, at 2:— 
City Freeho'd, producing £450 per annum, tesants in occapation since 1898 ; on the 
termi f the tenancy a capitid site for the erection of modern premises 
Solicitors, Messrs Lovell, son, & Pitfield, London.—First-class Investment in the 
prominent corner Banking Premises of the Lond¢on and County Bank at 
papacy dy to run, at 220) per annum, and held for 59 years at a 
LB goa Solicitors. BIS. ; & Co., Londoa —Highgate (ten minutes’ 
from Highgate Station): Leasehold , con p'ising a 
residence, adapted for a school, a house and sh«p ae ee 4 
used as a pursery, and five cottages. Solicitors, Messrs. Stutfleld & 
(See adventisement, March 31, p 5.) 
RESULTS OF SALES. 

Mersrs. H. E. Foster & Cranristp, at their ip + ey at the Mart, E.C., on 
Wednesday last, disposed of 24 Dwelling- at Stanley-street, Plaistow, 
producing a gross income of £564 4s., for £3,405. 

ap ye , -% Pouicies, anD Sanpown Park SHARES. 

The same firm also held their usual Fortnighly Sale above Interests at 

Mart, E.©., oy a See the sale being £7,488. 


frwmwry A ’Freebolds an Oopyholds at aaa &e, ; a #... Sold 1,810 
Absolute to One-eighth of £6.1' 0; tife 34 * 155 
Absolute to Legacy of £500; life73_—.... : hn + a 305 
One-third of Precheld and Cooyheld Property at Cheltenham. 

of the estimated value of eaapes — to an we of 
£130 to lady aged 56... 605 

POLI°I&3: 

For ¢2 00°, in the Economic; life 54 oon a 760 

For £1,000, ia ths Scottish Widows’ Fund; life 62 :.. on 800 

For £1,000, in the Ecovomic ; life 62 aad oe 680 

For £2,000. ia the Scottish Union and Nationa’ ; life 56 650 

. oT (fully-paid), in the Law Lif:; life 6 , be 420 
A 


Sand wn Park Racecourse item), 145 tomas of £10 am 
(fully-paid) coe 1,908 2 
Messrs,C C. & T. Cores sold at the Mast, on Thunday, a Freehold and Leasehold 
Sawmill ia Curtain-road for £6,550; some Freehold and Leeschold Houses in Church-row, 
Bethnal Green-road, £1 600; a a Freehold in Beccles-s rect £460; and 
Pour Shops in Three Colt-street. £2,265; £1,150 was obtained for Five Cottages in the rear 
of the last. Day’s total, £12,025. 


family 
of land 
London. 
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coocooo 9° 








WINDING UP NOTICES 
London Gazette.—Faipay, March 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lmrrep i yan 
AssociatEp Consois, Liwitep —Creditors are uired,o. or before Friday, May 18, to 
send their names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to 


Ernest Tre week, Finsbury Ho Bl st 

Burcorye & Bentiey's Pateyt Hank Dyerne Co, Luuren—Creditors are required, on 
or befor Wednesday. May 16, to eerd their names and Cig pm and the 
of their debts or claims, to Henry Uliver, Prudential blags, Leeds. Ford & Warren, 
Le: ds, solors to liquidator 

K.onpyke, Yuxon, AnD STEWART PionrERs, Lanne anne are required, on - 
before Saturda , May 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims to William Ernest Treweek, game on Blomfield st 

Rock Lieut Sreamsuie Co, Limitep— Gatien are otosiars of thate or before May 15, to 
send their names and address s, and the their d: bte or claims, to George 

or before May 19, to send their 


Croshaw, 26, Great St Helea’s 
Tur Gotp Mines, Limtrep—Creditors a 
names and addresses, and the shee of their debts and cleima, to to Archibald 
William Brooking 9, St Mildred’s ct, Poultry. Blackman, Gresham House, Old Broad 
st, solor to liquidator 
Wtiiamson & os, Luoutep - Peta for winding ge nd March 28, wo to be 
heard on April ll. Lesser & Co, 47, lenge st, solore for peters lotice of 
re must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the ian of 
A 
County Panatine or Lancaster. 
Linrrao iv Caasoery 
Cuurcutown InpustaiaL “o-OPsRATIVE Society, Limtrep —Petn ee uP, 
March 24, directed to be heard 


Co, 11 st George’s pl, sett ne ~- for petner. Notice of eppearing ust 
ll, 
the above- named not inter than 2 o’clook in the afternoon of April 7 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Burton Joyczy Co-opsrativs Lanp axp Buipise Socrery, Liwrrep, Working Men’s 
Institute, Burton Joyce, Notts March 26 
Mvrtvat Beyerit Society, Long Melford, Suffolk March 22 








To Soticrrors, Rea Estars Owners, AND REPRESENTATIVES.— We obtain 
Best Prices for all Quantities of Second-hand and Defective Rails, Scrap 
Iron, Old Plant, &. We undertake to SELL for Clients, at a moderate 
commission, or to Purchase a where necessary, all Iron, Steel, 
and Heavy Goods, Castings, &. Highest references. Write or wire— 
Morpaunt Lawson & Co., Work mn, Cumberland (Telegrams: Mor- 
daunt, Workington ; Telephone : = S| and Branches at Belfast Bir- 
mingham, Carlisle, London, Tébempesl, end Middlesborough.—[4A pvr. ] 

WARNING To INTZNDING House Purcuassrs aND Lessees.—Before pui- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thorouxhly 


Examined, ow - pyr from The Sanitary 
"), 65, Victoria-street, We-t- 
I particular. Estadlished 23 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF Cuiarm. 
London Gazette-—Fripay, March 16. 
Apaus, ars Gays, Croxall, Stafford, Farmer April 15 Lowe & Auden, Burton on 


ASHMALL Tanai, Milverton, lone May 5 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Basset, Honor Groroina, East Woodhay, Hants May 1 Wrentmore & Bon, Bedford row 

Bray, Eng Rosert ALLEN, Newton Heath, Manchester, Farmer March 31 John 

ny Manchester 

But.er, Eowrn, Seend, Wilts, Farmer Mavi Radcliffe, Devizes 

Burtiir, Emma, Oxford Aprill7 WH&F Walsh, Oxford 

Bury, ANNE, south Hampstead April21 Adams & Adams, ns inn 

Cuarp, Tuomas, Ramsgate May1 O A & K Daniel, 

CoxureR, GzorGe, Shifnal, Salop April 12 Osborne, Sh 

Crockett, Tuomas, Halesowen, Worcester April 25 Blewitt & Co, Birmingham 

Davis, Frances Mary, Bath May1 Bartlett, Bath 

DoruiyG, Freperick Wxstrorg, and Jane Dog.ina, Debenham, Suffolk, Farmer April 
13 Birkett & Ridley, Ipswich 

Drewertt, Henry, Catford April27 Foord, Philpot In 


Dutiey, Tuomas Sterne, Upper Tooting ‘April 20 8 & Co, Putney 
E.uice, ‘Cuarces Roser, Eaton pl April 20 Russell & , Norfolk st, Strand 
E.wes, Mary Hevey, Crieff, Scotland - April 24 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn sq 


Farwe.t, Euity Jaz, Inverness ter, Hyde Park May 1 Farwell, Bath 

FarwE 1, Geratp WuitsreaD, 8 , Durham June l Farwell, Bath 

Fivpes, Barsara, Hexham. Northumber March 27_ Baty & Fisher, Hexham 

Fow er, Saran Hannau, Erdington, Warwict May5 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Fresca, Wiiiam, Chelsea May 5 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Frienp, Catuerixe, Duke st, Manchester sq Baker Pe ril112 Tickner, Gray's inn eq 

Garvom, Mary Janez, Baguley, nr Altrincham Ma: rrar & Co, Manchester 

Gittespiz, Witt1Am Plympton, Devon April 30 Stems & Co, Mincing In 

Hasris, Mary Any, Tooting April18 Charlton & Baker Kingston upon Thames 

Harrison, Courirrs Bock, Tunbridge Wells May 26 Waller & Sons, Coleman st 

Hanreorp, Atrgep, Handsworth, Birmingham May5 Pinsent & Co, ham 

Hartianp, Epwarp Lew 1s, Antwerp, Belgium April 25 Winterbothams & Gurney, 
Cheltenham 

Hayss, Freperick Caaries, South Kensin rear April 16 * & Co, Essex st, Strand 

Haynes, James, Sheffield Junel H&A Sheffiel 

Haywakrp, Eomuunp, 8t Helens, Lancs ‘son 16 oe oe Helens 

Hitt, Epwarp Lyons, Bath May 1 Bartlett, Bath 

Ho.srow, Mark, Bath, Bootmaker May1 Bartlett, Bath 

Hucues, Davin Epw ARD, Marylebone April 16—Christmas, Blooms’ 

Incvesy, Epwarp Wann, Kingston upon Hull ‘A i130 Thorney & rae Hall 

Inman Hawnau, Buxton, Confectioner soe’ 80 les & — viaachester 

Jerrery, JANE Hannan, Bristol April30 Lawrence & Co, Bris 

Jous, GWENLLIAN, Wick near B Glam April 20 Fm ag Bridgend 

Jones. Jous Francis, Alderley e, Chester, Hotel Proprietur May1 WR&PS 
Minor, Manchester 

Joxes, James Tuomas, 8t Leonard’s on Sea April17 Buxton & Co, Sackville st 

Jones, THomas Woopvituz, Liverpool April12 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

Kears_ry, Henry, Kensington April14 Freeman & Son, Foster In, Cheapside 

Ketty, Epwarp Browy, Seat St Mary, Devon June py Wilson, Plymouth 

Knxow es, 8apau, Nottingham Mav i16 Johnson, } eae 

me Apease, Deniliquin, New South Wales July 12 Andrew & Cheale, Tun- 


Wells 
Lipbetter, Catuerine, Tunbrid: age Wells 3% Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 
Livsetrer, Ricnarp Francis, Worthing 30 Andrew & Cheale, ee Wells 
McBayye, Jaxe Marston, Clifton, Bestel. April 24 Swayne & Gould, Glastonbury, 


Somers-t 

Moorz, Rev Janes, “hurchtown, Southport —*. 27 mg 3 Manchester 

Newmans, Saran AXY, Leamington April 18 m, Leamin, 

Nix, Joun Henrys. Crawley, ——— April 15 5 Hackby,& Co, 0 Coleman st 
21 


Pacey, Mary Ann, Warwi estminster Clement’s inn 
Pesk, Francis, Eastcheap May1 Wilson & E00 Copthall bldgs _ ' 
Ranxkiy, Many Ca1HERINe, ~ ge York April20 Wilson & ee a 


Ricwarpsoy, Evizasetu, Yead 
Rocess, Roserr. Kuysna, Cape 
Rupp, James, Eastbourne, Sussex feet 27 Bolton & Bolton, K 

Suaw, James Wuitwortn, a May 5 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 
Suitru, ALEXANDER, Balham A’ & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Taytor, Mrs. Mary, Hethersett, Nonfolk April 16 Pomeroy & Son, Wymondham 
Tuorxey, Joun Joserx, Kingston ag _ Solicitor April 30 Thorney & Son, Hull 
Tonks, Wiuas Hewey, Birming’ it & Co, Birmingham 

Tuaxer, Evizapetu CoLeman, Poplar f— ¢ 19 Clarke & Calkin, John OE, pateeet row 
TwE ts, Rev Henry, Bournemouth May 31 E F & H Landon, New B 

Wape, Isaseiia, Redbourn, Hertford May1 Wrentmore & Son, Bedford all 

Wetsu. Epwarp, and Saran Evizapetu Wetsu, Lewisham April 27 Spencer & Arnold, 


Wesr, Cnances, Tetney, Lincoln, Farmer April16 Barker, Great Grimsby 
ee nn ng nope —_— 18, ag April 2 Coe uscotte & Co, Essex st, Strand 

HISTLER, HELEN Hamitton, arwick April18 Large & Son, Leamingto: 
Woon, Jony Wixtiam, Kingston u: Hull — 30 , = e & Bon, Hull « 
Weicut, Wittiam, New Windsor, ks A Durnford & Gale: Windsor 

London Gazette.— irespax, Masch 20. 

me =. Barford, Wa rwick, a Ap A Moore & fee Warwick 

WLES, DWIx, Beeston, Nottingham, ‘or! pate my 20 Day, Nottingham 
Breceazo, Juttus, Alsace, Germany April 28 & Co, Aten st, Fins) sh Fe ny mae 
CuaprE.ie, JoserH WILLIAM, Shireham: ton, Bet March 31 Chappelle, Spalding 
seme Buizavern, Great Stri , Westmorland April 20 Little & Lamonby, 

enri 
Cooxe, Mary Anve, Erdington, Warwick A 20 Price, Bi 
Daiox, Jane, Arundel, Sussex April 18 Ootivae & 
Drypen, WituiAm, Alnwick April 20 Swinburne, 
Gamven, Exvizazetu, Dawlish, Devon May 21 Tozer & Co 
Gitison, THomas, 0: , York, — _May 21 Hui 
Goocu, Major Gzorcz Czct, Chertsey April16 Baker & Nairne, Cros! 
Haxzzisoy, Joun, Kildwick, York, Painter wen se Rawnsley & P Bradford 
Hartuway, Ema Lucy, Emscote Tavern, Warwick, Publican April 30 Wright & Co, 
Heary. Rev Tuomas Jonx, Wootton nr W Oxford 
Rectory, ‘oodstock, Aprilé Hearn & 


g. 
Hixst, ADAM, Harden, nr Holmfirth, York, Labourer A) 17 Kidd & Imfirth 
oussowess, Wits, Eckington, Derby, Quarry a i April 9 by 8 nn & Co, 


Hooper, Joux, Freemantle, Stafford, Corn Merchant June 1 Stanton & Co, Sangin 
Lawton, Frances Grace, Darmsden, Suffolk A) 18 Lawton & Co, Ipswich 
Lewis, Gzorce. Eégbaston, Clothier April 30 Jeffery, Birmiogham 
Marsnay, Roper, ham, York, ge! 4pril17 Mends & Penny, Hull 
Miveayke, Sir Pexis10n, Bart, Chichester 30 Surman & Quekett, Lincoln's i inn fielda 
Mis Witt Fusprtick, Chelsea A 30 Bevan & , Chancery 
Mircue.t, Ocpex, Black is Brierley & Hudson, dale 

cont, Maniax Eprrn, st, Bond st April 20 Parker & Co, 8t Michael’s Rectory 


Nicno.sox, Katuzrixe, Lo one A 26 Moss & hborou 
Nicuo.sox, Magy, Clifton, Westmor pomigh Bleaymire & Shepherd, Pats 
Oxiver Ricnarp, Gateakends = Railway Eogine Driv.r Apii!2) Swiaburne, 


Gaterheao 
Pavey, Axniz, Wilton crescent May 10 Drake & Lewes 
Pearce, Gzorcz, Bournemouth April Morley & Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st 


adford 
—4 South Africa April 30 —— 3 Rooke, Dublin 





Bello Tow 





PurprEen, Mary, Saltash, Corn ae. Ph 
Pitxineron, James, Darwen, te 7 2a 
Piper, ALrRep Count. Sydenham Mav 7 speed 3 Ry, Darwen 


oo, Rosa Lyp1a, Lodge pl, Regent’s Park Serit 16 Huxham & wat... Bed- 
Poo.ey, a Conwe, | Knutsford, Chester April 20 Hockin & eckoon yo 


Pore James. Ringwood, So aneen, S ponies April 28 yk & Jac 
Rosson, GrorGE. Gunsmith edt 
Rust, James Foster Thaxted, Essex mii? Jeft 


waren, © bag GzorGE . Font ir ey rd, Forest Hill May} 


mp. deere 8 
Pe... —= ed 273 Gaeciton rd, nr Manchester, Licensed Victualler April17 Marson, 


Gmeay, —. Stacksteads, Lancaster, Quarry Proprietor April 3 Knowles 
La Waterfoot, nr Manchester . 
ie eeneen, Newcastle under Lyme, Engineer May 5 Cooper & Co, Ney. 


SmirH, yoy Any, Plymouth May1 Hawken, Plymouth 
SooLz, Mary Ann, Pampisford, Cambridge April17 Foster, ~~ a 

Sronez, Jon, Ashburton, Devon April 30 Surman & Quekett, Li s inn fields 
STREET, James, Rochdale 28 Chadwick, Rochdale 

TansLey, GzorGe, Grav: , Kent, ee 3 Pilot e 80 Tolhurst & Co, Gravesend 
Trav BLL. Ricuarp, Rumney, "Mon ’Aj & Co, 

Wecs, Wiii14m, and Saran WELCH, oh eo! 30 Hicks & & Co, 4 Je 
Ware, : ——, Evesham, Worcester, Agricultural Machine Maker re & 


ae. Walsall May 1 oom s & Co, Walsall 

Witimort, Tuomas, Chatham March 27 Wood & McLellan, Chatham 

WILsox, bag Stockton on Tees. April ~™ — & Co, Stockton on Tees 

Wuson, Emma, Bolton April2l1 Dowling & Co, Bol 

Wimpress, ‘I1Homas, Brighton April 20 ker, Brighton 

Woop, Joseru, Bradford, York April 17 ‘Watson & Co, Bradford 

Woopsripce, GEoRGE, Shrivenham, Berks, Saddler May1 Jotcham & Son, Faringdon 

Lonacn Gasette,-FRiDaY, March 23. 

ANSTRUTHER, PHILIP Lae egg —— Yarmouth April 20 ayanely & Co, Clement*s inn 

Baker, Tuomas, To’ Atkinson & en 

Batpwiy, Susan, King’s Ni a ng Worcester April 25 Goodrick- Clarke & Smith, 
Birmingham 


BagRacLouGH, Susannau, Cleckheaton, York April 19 a, & Co, Bradford 

Bason, Tuomas, Lydbury North. Salop, April Richardson, Warminster 

Baumann, Davip, Hampstead May ‘4 ’ For! 

Bert Exiza Mary. Kingston upon Hull Ap 

Bevu. Cuargies Jutian Ravpu, Cornhill .n Tweed, Nevthusaborland May 5 Dees & 
Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

BeresrorD WitL1am, Holbeach, Lincs May 21 Sturton, Holbeach 

BiLuND&«LL-HOLLINsHEAD-BLUNDELL, Lieut WiLFRED AsTLEy, Pall Mall April30 Hasties, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

Bowyer, Lady Eten Saran, Brighton April 30 & Co, Cannon .. 

Burton Caves, Burtonlegh Culcheth. Lancs, Yeoman April 30 "Wall, Wi 

CaxmicaakL, Rosert, South Shields, Tug Owner April 30 Ward, Newcas m Tyne 

mee MancGaket Jang, Botcherby, Cumberland May4 Clutterbuck & enen, 

isle 

Cotien, Janz Tynemouth April 20 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle upon Tyne 

DE Hopesox, Dr Deciuus eee. Carlisle May5 Clutterbuck & renee, Carlisle 

Depret, *pMoND AvuausTE, Luxembourg, Belgium May 15 Gasquett & Metcalfe, Gt 


Tower st 
Evans, Ropert, Denio, Carnarvon May5 Owen, Pwilheli 
Fiyyn, Rev a ID JosePH, Nagpur, Bombay April 30 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Gee, WILLIAM thamstow April 23 Houghton & Son, New Broad st 
Gort, —_ iron’ 17 PrenpERrGAst Viscount, Portman sq May 12 Walfords, 
Bolton y 
Goseutas. (are aeeg yong A cc Worcester By 16 a 
ALL, FREDERICK Basit, \ybridge, cane, Z arn Agen: yl 
Hatt, Joun Lisygy, Wood Green April Fielder & Fielder, Lincoln’s inn 
Hearn, Major: ALFRED Haves, ‘dit April 30 Smythe & Brettell, Staple inn 
Hissegp, Dorcas, bee ag Wilts — 21 Wilson & Sons, salisb 
Hut, Cuarves, Crookes, Sheffield y Oe Pye-Smith & Co, Sheffi 
Hopeson, Geores. Bradford, Grocer Tunnicliffe & Co, Bradford 
Hopason. Janz, York April 20 Shaftoe, York 
Hoop, Freperick JOHN UOLLIER, ugh, Harbour Master April 21 Dawes, 
Middlesborough 
Hume, Epwarp Cuak.zs, South Kensington April 30 James & James, Ely pl, Holborn 
Hunt ey, Jonn Sruper, Pewsey, hae A April 22 
Torn, Seymour, East Dulwich & Reynolds, Basinghall st 
ingLanpD, Rosert, Romford rd, Forest Gate April 21 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldgs 
Jenxix, Mary, East Stonehouse, Devon April 24 Lane & Cottier, Li mouth 
LaRggincton, EBENEZER, Coie, Le, eee Farmer May1 Sturton. beach 
Lawrence, WILLIAM AnpDRew, Hatfield, B — 14 Hill, ‘eed. Herts 
Lerort, Ame.ia, Kilburn April 30 eaten & Bo! row 
LusuinetTon, Hengiztra, Sloane gins May 2 Pah | & Taylor. Lincoln’s inn fields 
Maxiy, Jonny, Daybrook, Notting May1 Mactin & Sons, Nottingham 
Marcuant, Jesse, Battersea April19 Burton & Son, rd 
“— Puitiep Rocrer Cotvitie, Ripe, Sussex April 23 Hopgoods & Dowson, 


8prio g gdns 
Mevx, Sir Hevry Bruce, Parkin May1 Upton & Britton, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Minxcay, Gzorce NELson, Norwich “ws ~ 16 Rackham, Ni P 
Mowpay, James, Mitcham, Surrey. 5 es 19 Burton & Son, Blackfriars rd 
Oyey, “fuomas Haxpina, Clapham A ril 30 C i Woodroffe, Gt Dover st 
oo se Grey, Horncliffe, Northumberland April 23 Smith, Berwick upon 


PHILiiPs, JOSEPH, Peddingien, Jeweller Ages 380 Webb & Sons, King William st 
Pyne, Mary, Southport 74 1 Buck & Co, Southport 

Reap, Enos, Bexley Heath, K Gardener April 24 Baynes, Dartford 
RicHarps, JOHN, Chester April 18 ky & Co, Birkenhead 

Rosiyson, BarTrHo.tomew, Vauxhall April 25 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, 


Rennes, Soe TRAIN, Quarry Proprietor April 28 Francis Miller & Steele, 


RusixstTe1n, Davip Samve., Drapers’ gardens April 30 Rubinstein, Regent st 
Scuier, Manrz Hevene, Newcastle on Tyne May65 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

Suits, ll Bath April20 Ki & Co, Chi Wilts 

Srewart, Henry Cocksury, é, Seyche! Jslands April 30 Pritchard & Sons, 
Gracechurch st 

Sropart, CaTHEerine Fuizanetu, Sand Hutton, nr Thirsk, Work May 5 Dees & 
Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne . 

Symmons, Sapna, Ty’rgraig, Barmouth, Merioneth, Gardener April 28 Pybus, 


TuEw is, Revusen, Liversedge, York, Gre April 14 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 

Tuory. Rosert, and Mary Ann THorn, Cha Somerset April gv Smith & 
~ L ~ = a Lytham, Lancs May4 Littler, Manchester 

Urriey, Lavinia, b 

Vewasxes, Eviza, Folkestone April23 Wi twick & Gardner, Folkestone 

Vise, Amprose Buirae. Holbeach May 1 Holbeach 

West, Tuomas. Baker April18 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 

hton April 23 K: & Co, Old Jewry 

ENRY Braumowr Paucet Marquis of May 


Witsrauam, The Hon Mrs Emity Boortz, B: 

Wixcuester, The Most Hon Avavstus Jou 
1 Garrard & Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall 

Wooprorre, Exizaperu, 

‘Woovnorre, Jamzs, 


East 
Leics April 24 SAR Wortest, Gout Dover 6 
April 30 C & E Woodroffe, Great Dover st 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fuipay, March 23. 
ICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
sata ORDER sages ED. 


, GeorcE, Farringdon Lamp Manufacturer 
om, enot Ord May 12, 1900 "Adjnd June 16, 
1899 Resc and annul 16, 1900 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 

Wins, Daviv Owes, Llanelly, Carmarthens, Potat> 
Merchant Carmarthen Adjud Feb 25,1899 Annul 
March 8, 190) 

Wiuiams, Evan Jostrn, Lianelly, Carmarthens, Draper 
Carmarthen Adjud Feb 6, 1895 Annul March 8, 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BaGNatt, JoserH, Draycott in the Moors, ee gy Farmer 
Stoke upon Trent Pet March22 Ord March 22 
Borer, Susaynan Exzex, Lowestoft Great Yarmouth 
RE eee ape 
Cuzco, Tom. Kin upon rocer m upon 
Hull Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Davizs, Wit14aM, Swansea, Joiner Swansea Pet March 
22 Ord March 22 
Evays, Gzorce, Aldermaston, Rone Farmer Newbury 
Pet March 22 Ord March 2 
Govtpen, Henry, y+ » . Miller Cardiff Pet 
March 22 Ord March 22 
GREENBERG, Sie Leeds Leeds Pet March 22 Ord 
March 22 
G@reensLapE, WILLIAM, wr Dorset, Fish Dealer Dor- 
chester Pet March 24 Ord Marc! h 24 
Harvixe, WintiaM ate. Kent, Tailor Croydon Pet 
Jan19 Ord March 23 
Hinptey, Witu1am, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet March 
22 Ord Varch 22 
James, Jonny THomas, Burton on Trent, ‘Smallware Dealer 
Burton on Trent Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Jexxins, Henry, Cambrid, ao Fishmonger Cambridge 
Pet March 22 Ord 2 
Kanpt, Josern, Highbury Park, Cycle Agent High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 23 
Kensat, Epwarp, Acton, Tobacconist Brentford Pet 
March 2 OU:d March 23 
Lezs, Rosert, Stalybridge, Chester, Licensed Victualler 
Ashton under Lyne Pet March 24 Ord March 24 
Masxery, ALFRED, Alsager, Chester, Coal Merchant 
Macclesfield Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Mauve, Ricuarp Watson, LS Norwood High Court 
Pet March 23 Ord March 2 
Maxtep, Tuomas, Charterouse 4 Retest Tangee High 
Court Pet March 24 Ord March 24 
Miter, James Freasrer, Neateic oy | stable keeper 
Nantwich Pet March 21 ad March 
Mitcuett, Cuanrirs, Cheddl nr Teck, Stafford, 
Wholesale Confectioner Macclesfield Pet March 21 
Ord March 2 
Nuss, » oor areal Wituam, Haverhill, Suffolk, Baker 
Cambiidge Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Parry, RicuArp, Holyhead, Plumber Bangor Pet March 
24 Ord March 24 
-*y Rey Tromas Bevitte, Vauxhill Bridge rd 
igh Court Pet Jan 25 Ord March 
quent FREDERICK oe, Artist .High Court Pet 
Jan 17 Ord March 1 
Bayce, Joun Epwarp, —_——s Painter Shrewsbury 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Sccretan, AxcHer JEsTon, Old Broad st, Accountant 
High Court Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Suarr, Tuomas ALBERT, — Pallas High Court 
Pet March 6 Ord March 2 
Surrn, CuarLtes Epwarp, on Somerset, China Dealer 
Taunton Pet March 138 Ord March 
Suita, Witiiam, Clitheroe, Lanes, Builder Blackburn 
Pet March 23 Ord 23 
Srevenirt, Tuomas, Chiswick High Court Pet March 22 
Ord March 22 
Teary, Gzorck Henry, Leeds Leeds Pet March 19 
Ord March 19 


Tout, Jos, Crediton, Devons, Wool Dealer Exeter Pet 
. March 14 gly * 

URLEY, Mosgs, Tipton, Staffs, Builder Dudl Pet 

March 23 Ord March 23 > Riess 


Watuer, Joun. Bradford, China Dealer Bradford Pet 
March 28 Ord March 23 

Wanyar, Joan, Newland Worcester, Labourer Worcester 
Pet March 22 Ord h 22 

Witxixsox, Francis Hom, “ae soem, Newsagent Leeds 
Pet March 22 Ord March 


Amended notice substituted ~< that pub’ished in the 
London Gazette of Feb 27 : 

Mavpe, Freperick Natvscu, Southsea, Lieutenant- 

Colonel Croydon Pet Dec20 U.d Feb 20 
FiR3T MEETINGS 

ATHERTON, pg x, Leigh, Lancs, Grocer April 4 at 11 
16, Wi ood st, Bolton 

Bracewe 1, Ricnarp AL FRED, Loisterdyke, Bradford, 
Cart Driver April 8 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
Bradford - 

Broox, Witt1am Henry, Leeds, Stockbroker April 4 at 12 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Burrows, ALFRED, Deal, Kent, Potter April 4 at 12 South 

tern Hotel, Deal 

Burrows, Cuartes Epwarp, Bisbo yegate st Without, 
Solicitor April 8 at 280 Bankraptwy bldgs, Carey at 

Cannick, James Josurn, Redhill, gare, Builder April 5 

o at 2 Cannon st Hotel ull, 

Lecc, Tom, Kingston upon H Grocer April 3 at 11 

Off Ree, Trinity House lane, Hull : 

Creicuton, Perer, Chester, Boatbuilder April 3 at 10.15 
Crypt chmbrs, Kastgate row, Chester 

Dexxs, FReperick WitLIaAM, Manor Park, Essex, Builder 
April 3at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, C Carey st 

Derry, Cuantes ALBERT, Cosham, Hants, Clerk April 3 

at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Portamouh 








ie —_ Sutherland av, Maida vale, Merchant April 5 
1 
Dossos, E.tzaBertu, 


1, 
Duyy, Joun, South 
12 2% Eoiene oa, 
K Pgacy, 


Grant, Witti4am Jonny, 
chmbrs, Ne 


7 at 12.30 King st, Norwich 
Hewtt1t, a Semetiin Old Kent rd, ime 


3 pT te 2 a” tey bldgs, Care 
Hirst, Foams, ites Ge <= 


April 5 at 12 Off hee 1, 19, Soke William st, Huddersfield 

eT jamee, Murer, Cathar. ¢ Q st, Oldham 
A atl ueen 

mR Bradford, Painter April6at11 Off Rec, 
31, Manor row, Bradford 

Jesxixs, Epwarp. ag Sora April 5at 12 Weat- 
gate chmbrs, Newport, M 

Jounson, GEORGE, Chepstow, Mon, Relief April 
5at 11.30 Westgate a 

Jo.ty and Rics, Deekieg ates April 4 at 11.30 


24, Railway app, L 
buen arwick, Cycle Maker 


Jorson Joun CHARLES, rkhill, W: 
April 4at12 174, Corporation st, Birmi anon 

Leapman, Atrrep, Strand, Dealer in Fancy 4s April 
4atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

nee, Artuur, Easebourne, Grocer April 5at 3.30 Off 

Rec, 4, Pavilion bid, rane 
Moroan, Moraan lam, Collier April 8at3 135, 
M eg pt Tyan Co l\ting Engineer 
‘ORRIS, AND SRS algar sq, Consu 

April 3at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Morris, L Fant ly ancl’ 4 at 12 Bsnkraptey bldgs. 
Cc 


Morris, fHomas Hevry, Cone om Chester, Grocer April 
8atll Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 
Morty, Heyxxy, East Ham, Essex, Builder April 3 at 11 
Bankruptcy "pldgs, Carey st 

Nicnoras, Ropert, Aberavon, Glam Gooeer April 4 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 31 Alexandra rd, 8 vansea 

Pgarce. Lewis Wandsworth, Glazier April 4 at 123) 
24. Raiiway app. London B 

Rarrie, Taomas, and Arcursatp Porrgzous CAMPBELL, 
mame yD Builders April 4at 12 Off Rec, 35, Vic- 
toria st, Liverprol 

Sayce, Jouxs Epwaep, Sarewsbury, Salop. Painter April 6 
at11.30 Off Rec, 42. 8t John’s hill, Sheomebery 

Ssartz, Jawes, Suttm Coldfield, Warwick, Draper . 
April 4 at 11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Saarpz, Hapgey, Rushden, No:thampton, Tobacconist 
April 3 at 10 4% OF Rec, County Court bldgs, Sheep 
st, North umpton 


Sxipmore, Jos West Gelnaeld, 8: Staffs. Butcher April 4 | 


atil 174, Corporation st, Bi rmingham 

Su Les, WILtraM, Bradford, China Deal-r April 4 at 11 
Off Rec, Manor row, Bradford 

ae * Joun, Wigsn Hosiery Manufactures April 4 at 3 

tf R-c, Byrom st, Manchester 

Saitn, Vivies ANGELA Mary, Hove, dehton April 6 at | 
230 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs 

Svuro.iFre, FREDERICK, ula iran _ "a April 6 
at11.45 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs Queen st, Oldham 

Swirt, Frep, Sheffield, Manufsturer April 3 at 12 Off 
Rec, lane, Shetfield ~ 

Terry, Grorce Henry, Leeds April4atii Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Tout, Jea,\ Crediton Devon, Wool a April 12 at 10 30 
off 


Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exete 
TownsexD, Mark. Isliagton. Butcher April 5 at 230 
y st 
TURNER, bal Uppes Ra ae April 3 at 12 30 


b'dgs, Carey st 

Vv i Wit aa Goode , Devons, Fas Farmer April 3 at 

ICKERY, or he al 
1 sanders & Son, aiekak 

WALKER, } Ft hen Bogen sh st, Solicitor April 5 


at lt 
wa Jonny, Nowland, nA, Wosceater, Labourer April 4 at 
il Worceste 


45, r 

Wess, Tuomas Grorcr, Manchester, Engineer April 4 at 
8 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manch 

Youre, CG, B-oadstairs, Kent, Builder April 5 at9 Off 
Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Barrow, Jouy, Southport Liverpool Pet Jan 12 Ord 
March 23 


Beattie, Ropert Caatitex, Handsworth, Staffs, Manu- 
facturer Birmingham Pet Feb 27 Ord March 24 
Burver, Susansan KLLEN, Fagenen Great Yarmouth 

Cc oe ~—_ hay Hull, G Kingsto: 

Leac, Tom Kingston up n rocer Kingston upon 

Huli Pet March 22 Ord March 2 

Davies, Wittiam Swansea, Joiner Swansea Pet March 
22 Ord March 22 

Evans, Geores, Aldermaston, Date, Farmer Newbury 
Pet March 22 Ord March 2 

Govu.pey, Henry, Liandow, } Miller Cardiff 
Pet March 22 Ord March 22 

Cue, Israzt, Leeds Leeds Pet March 22 Ord 


Greenstape Wi .iam, Poole Dorset, a. Dealer Dor- 
chester Pet March 24 Ord March 2 

Gustavus Gsorcs, Swansea, Builder = Pet Feb 
29 Ord March 23 

Hawi, Ipen - a@in3, Folkestone, Builder Canterbury 
Pet Jan16 Ord March 19 

Hearn, Tuomas, Leigh on Sea. Essex, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet 27 Ord March v4 

ce, Pees Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet March 


22 
ers = atidalesborough Middlesborough Pet March 


ae = tl Burton on Trent. Smallware Dealer 
; oa Pet March 22 Ord March 22 bridge 
ENKINS, ENRY Commitee, Fishmonger Cam 
Pet March 22" Ord March 22 


Draper April 4 at 12 Off 
Dairyman April 3 at 

Gos.ixa, Ferperic i April 3 at 11.30 
24, Railwap app, London B j 
Buassaleg, Sion April 5 at 12,30. 
Westgate . Mon ! 
Hass, Jony, Wisbech, Ly eter, Cambs, Innkeeper April — 
j 


Lérs, Rosert, Ga Licensed Victualler Ashton 
\ under Lyne Mase 36 Ord March 24 
Masxery, ALFRep, Chester, Coal Merchant 
Macclesfield Pet 2 Ora March 22 
Mavupz, Frepraick Naruscu, Southsea, 
Ma BR oe eon U0 N High Court 
uD 74 ‘aTson, Upper Norwood 
M Pet Mm 1. ad st, Restaurant Keeper 
AXTED, OM 
Court Bet March 24 Ord March 24 
Mep.tam, ,~ i E » Buildsr Wells 
a, A. - Saapeeee 
ILL 
Jan March 21. Ord March 3 


Nantwich Pet 
MircHett, CHARLES, or Leek, Stafford, 
Wholesale Confectioner Macc Pet March 21 
N py - _- W: Haverhill, Suffolk, Baker 
UNN, eDERICK WILLIAM, 
Camb Pet March 22 Ord March 22 
Page, Tuomas Hensert, Leicester Leicester Pet Dec} 


P. bag! on [ head, Plumber Bangor Pet March 

‘ABRY, Ricwarp, » Siam 

- 24 Ord Match 24 

ICHARDS 1LL1aM Exuias, Maesteg, Glam, Ironmonger 
Cardiff Pet Marchi6 Ord Marsh 20 

Russett, Tuomas, Bedford, Schsolmaster Bedford Pet 


10 March 22 
SEARLE, zaman, Sutton Coldfield bet J Draper Bir- 


March 20 Ord March 2 
SEcReTan, , R., eenen Old Broad st, ae High 
Court Pet March?23 Ord March 23 


| Serroxs, Tuomas Bexsauix, Malvern Link, Wore 

: Bailder Worc-ster t March 2 Ord Mar-h 21 

SnHortuouse, SAMUEL, Tiptos, Brassfounder Dudley 
Pet March 19 Ord March 23 

Ssirn, Wivciam, ee, — Builder Blackburn 
Pet March 23 Ord March 

Srevenitt, Tomas, el High Court Pet 
March 22 O:d March 22 





Terry, Georczt Heyry, Leeds Leeds Pet March 19 
Ord March 19 

Tour, Jos, Uretiton Cesta, Wool Dealer Exeter Pet 

,T ee Ortipton. Bal Builder Dudley Pet March 

URLEY, Moses, Ti ailder 23 

Ord March 23 

Watuer, Joun, Bradford China Dealer Bradford Pet 
March 23 Ord March 


23 
Wivxrson, Fraxoris Taomas, Leeds, Newsagent Leeds 
| Pet March 22 Ord March 22 


. ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

' Riege, Saran Aws, Hale, Chester Manchester Adjud 
| Feb 24,1899 Annul March 3, 1900 

London Gazette. —Fripay, March 3). 
RECEIVING eer 
Awnpeason, Jouy, Walbottle, Northumberland, Builder 
; Newcastle on Tyne ~— Pay Ord March 27 
ArTRILL, Wittiam, Ne Lof W, Carpenter Newport 
Pet March 26 Ona March 28 


, BaGNaut a & M.., — Tailors Liverpool Pet 
oe $3 Ketter Pia oforte Dealer Northampton 
Baruey, Witt in m) 
| Pet March 2) Ord March 20 : / 
Barnett, Srpney, Battersea. Commercial Traveler 
| ““"Wandsworth Pet Feb8 Ord March 27 
Barrett, CHaRLes Freperick, Ry Staffs, Grocer 
Hanley Pet March 23 Ord March 28 
ay RN, CHARLES, Gpentoe, ‘Wheelwright Nantwich 
et March 26 O.d March 


26 
buabes, Gam Soamesen Ayes Sie. Kent, jee Tun- 


Pet March 24 
Bravuyp Sonera llfrscombe, tet Pet 
March 27 Ord March 27 


Brown aa Wituam Jacxsox, Wolverham 
Builder Wo'verhamptoa Pet’ March 27 a= 


28 

Burman Harry, Nant st, Ne tes ot Heath, Carman 
High Court Pct Feb 28 Ord Ma 

Ciavcaros, Jonn Witi1am, Fore st avenue, Commission 
Agent High Court Pe’ Pet March 1 Ord March 26 

CoLTHaM gg = ty 7 Folkestone Canterbury Pet 


Ora March 
Crook, anne Ss. * Wilts, Painter Salisbury Pet 
March 27 Ovcd March 27 


CaUTTENDEN, Fhe St Leonards on Sea, Builder 
H Pet Jan 23 Ord March 24 

i Grocer Stockton on Tees Pet 
Ord March 27 


Dean, Karts, <6, ee m Hull Kingston upoa Hull 
Pet M Ord March 2i 


Diu on, Joan a ej Piymou’h, Pawabroker Plymouth 
Pet March 12 Ord March 26 

Eastwoop, Joun sae SS Halifax, Fried Fish Dealer 
Hatfax Pet March 26 March 26 

E..ison, THomas, [ny ny Dyson, aad Hucu ‘ xrave 
Dysox, Blackbura, Builders Biackburn Pet March 26 
Ord March 26 

Eyre, Henry, Newton, (sle of ly, Farmer King’s Lynu 
Pet March 27 Urd March 2 

Feinstein, Bens amin, Souths, Tobacconist Portsmouth 
Pet March 26 Ord Maron 26 

FRANKLIN, he ge Southsea, Traveliiag Auction er 
Puitsmo Pet March 26 Ord March ¥6 

Gitt, Somean Sherourn in Elmet Yorks, Teazie Grower 
York Pet March 27 Urd Mirch 27 

Gnses. Sone Apert, W. olston, wepee m, Carman 

bampton /et March 26 Ord March 

an Cnarces Wituiam ae Tailor Coventry 
Pet Meron 27 Urd March 27 

Hagporrie, Ronert Tuity, Gateshead Durham, Builder 
Newcastle on Cyn: Pet March 18 Ord March 26 

Hurournas, Wivaitam, Montes didi, Saddler Merthyr 

dtdi Pet dlarch 27 Md Msreh 27 

Jounson J T, Wimbied a Builder Kingston, furrey 

Pet Fi 


b 28 O.d March 
JoNgEs, Daven, Newaastly Re Victualler 
Pet March arch ¥S 


Day, Henry, 
March 27 





Jowirt, ALFRED, — York t= ot Pet March 
owt 3 On 





™ 














368 


THE SOLICITORS’ sOURNAL. 





April 7, 1960, 








Lawroy, Epuunp datum, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet March 13 Ord March 27 

Lonsyey, Epwin Jzsst, a Actor Wandsworth Pet 
March 26 Ord March 


McMitiayn, E A, Re a Fancy Goods Dealer h 
Court "Pet March Ord’ March 28 ibe 
MansHatu, Toomas, Bradley, nr Bilston, Staffs, Licensed 

Victualler Wolverhampton Pet March 28 Ord 


March 28 

Seenaneen.4 Arkixyson Txomas, Birkenhead, Draper Bir- 
kenhead Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Owens, Ricuarp, Crumlin, Mon, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Par. ey Tuomas, out i —  eeataata Farmer 


Pet Warch 26 
Puituirs, Freperick, Add ‘Sia bd we 
Walsall rd March 


idge, 
P T nay Re hi vad, lam Pi idd 
HILLIPS, LuTHEeR Tuomas, Senghen % te 
Pet Feb 22 Ord March 26 ‘ rer 
Northallerton, Yorks, —_ Dealer 
Pet March 24 Ord March 
Recax, Joux, Devonport, —— "house Keeper 
ee ag ee sk - York Pet 
BERTS, MI Harroga‘ orks, cae or’! e 
March 27 Ord March 27 ‘ 
Suarp, Exvizasetu, Bingley, Yorks Bradford P:t March 28 
Ord March 28 


ErtveRMAN, Myer, Portsea, Southampton, Watch Importer 
Poole Pet March 28 Ord March 


Reap, Wit.iam, 
orthallerton 


Sxoox, Epwry, Broadway, — Builder Dorchester 

8 = J a New Mot Dri N rt, M 

TEVENSON, JOHN, Newport, —y aper ewport, Mon 
Pet March 15° Ord March. 2 “i 


SuppENs, Beysamis, A eg Me apo ‘Watchmaker 
Coventry Pet March 27 Ord March 
Tay or, Jouy, Ormskirk, ar } naan "Serna Pet 
Wickens, Harry, el Provision Dealer North- 
March 28 
wae ALFRED, Chester and Liverpool, 
Pet March 14 Ord March 27 
Herts, Musical 
tt Dealer St Albans Pet March 26 Ord 
March 26 
Burton on Trent Pet March 28 Ord 
Henley in Arden, Warwicks, 


ch 8 Ord March 2 
ampton Pet March 28 Ord 
Book-keeper 

Liverpool 
Witxixs Henry Henrsert, St Albans, 
Wooppisst, Taomas Epwarp, Alstonfield, Staffs, Builder 

March 28 
Pet March 26 Ord March 26 


Woopwakp, Tomas James, — Farrier hate 
Pet March 26 Ord M 


Woops, Epwin Benry, 
W 


Worpsworrn, » & Freemay, tation, York, Tinplate 
Worker Sheffield Pet March 28 Ord 8 

Yarzs, Witt1am, Hanley, Builder Hanley Pet March 12 
Ord March 22 

Yeo, Atrrep Burnarp, Exeter, Dairyman Exeter Pet 
March 8 Ord March 26 


Amended Notice substituted for that _ in the 
London Gazette of March 


Beattie, Rosert CHacien, Ssheedtin M anufacture 
Birmingham Pet Feb 27 Ord March 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Barzey, Wit, Kettering, Pianoforte Dealer April 6 at 12 
Off Rec, 1a, St Paul's sq, Bedford - 

Batyes, Epwarp Artur, borough, Engi 
10.at 12.30 Off Rec 31, Silver st, Lincoln. 

Bayes, Frayx Lampert, Gainsb orough, Mechanic April 
10 at12 Off Rec, 31, Bilver st, Lincoln 

Bravunp, JosEpn, Ilfracombe, Gardener April7 at 12.30 
Royal Clarence Hote Ifracom 

Buti, Water, Hereford, Cattle Dealer April 9 at10 2, 

'a st, Hereford 
Burtier, Susaxwau Exvey, Lowestoft, Smackowner April 
at 1.30 Off Rec. 8, King st, No rwich 

Camp.ine, CHag.e Bedford, Draper April 6 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 14, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Cc ae — os rg av, Commission Agent 
April 6 a kruptcy bic Carey st 

aa CaTHERINE, Ross’ Hereford 2, Offa st, 

Craoox, Atsert, Salisbury, Wilts, Painter April 6 at 

> = Off Rec, Endiess st, aa 

EAN, az, Kingston 7 mull April6atii Off Ree, 

Trinity House lane, Hull 

Dett, Wiii1am Hewry, Lowestoft, Coachbuilder April 7 
atl Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Feixsteis, Bes Jaure, Bow Southsea, Hants, Tobaccon'st April6é 
at 3 30 Rec, Cambridge junc, High st Portsmouth 

Fitt, Jons Evwis, Swansea, Temperance Hotel Keeper 
April 10at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra 1d, Swansea 

Praxis, WitiiaM, Southsea, Hant,, Auciioneer April 6 
at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, h st, Portsmouth 

Grit, Bicuarp, Sherburn in Elmet, York, Teazle Grower 
April 12 at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

Gonz, Hexzy, Hereford, Ropemaker April 9 at 10 
st, Hereford 


Geers, Exxest Ateert, Woolston, Southampton, Carman 
April 11 at3.15 Off Rec, 172, High st, ae. 

GarzsperG, Isnazi, Leeds April 6 at 11 Off Kec, 
Park row, 

Hacve, Cuagies, Carlton, Notts, Lace Manufacturer 
April 6 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

— 5 a Cuantes Wittiam, Coventry, Tailor April 9 
at 12 Off Hec, 17, Hertford st, Coven 

sieeae Wiis, Cardiff, Butcher A 6at10.3) Off 

, & at. Cardiff 
Houmenszey, ” Janus, Timberhill, Norwich, Whipmaker 
Tati2 Off Rec, 8 King st, Norwich 

Soesnesss,, Dexsis Wisuiam, Notts, Coal 

Merchant April 6 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park 


Kasor, Josern, Highbury, » ped Agent April 6 at 11 
Bankru ldgs, Carey « vit 


Lawros, Eouvxo y ose R, \ Boot Manufacturer 
Apriléat32 Off Ped i, ye wt, Leicester 

Lews, Sanaa, Reo 
April 7 at 11.30 On lee, 30 pote me Bwi 





April 


2, Offa 


Collest 











Littiz, Frep, Clarborough, Notts, Farmer April 10 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 
Macrampecs, Joun , Carshalton, Surrey, Mercantile 


erk 

Mavpe, Ricnarp Waren, Upper Norwood April 9 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Maxteo, Tuomas, st, Holborn circus, 

ang nl aed April 9 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 

e 

MEssER, Watt, 8t Thomas, Swansea, Labourer 
April 10 at 2 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Naxce, Artuur Cuapitn, Putaey April 9 at 11.30 2, 
Railway app, London Bri 

Oosorne, Henry, Farthinghoe, Northamptons, Farmer 
April 6 at12 1, St Aldate’s Oxford 

PAYNTER, cape 18 Bevittze ve For, Catford, Kent, 

al Engineer 

PitcHess. ‘Wass T, = ne April 9 at 12 30 
24, Railway os London Bri 

Poot, J a nD apart 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

PowELL, ia Esyest, Hereford, Baker April 9 at 10 
2, Offa street, Hereford k 

Roserts, Samvuet, Harrogate. Joiner April 12 at 11.15 
Off 28, te, York 

Scuwarz. FREDERICK, Whittington rd, Bowes Park, 


Builder April6at12 Off Rec, 95, Temple av 
Suits, Epwarp en Taunton, China Dealer. «me 6 


at 12.15 The Geo: can eowe Hotel, Bristol 
seaiap binge ol k April 9 at 2.30 Banpk- 
ruptcy bidgs, 
Gumi bes gems io, Warwick, Watchmaker 


April 9at11.30 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Taytor, Jonny, ‘k, Lancs, Farmer ’ April 11 at 12 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

WatrtHep, JouN, Bradford, China Dealer April 6 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Wesson, Grorce Marnriort, Sneinton, Nottingham, Hotel 
Proprietor April 6 at 3 County Court house, St 
Peter’s gate, Nottingham 

Witxrssoy. Francis Toomas, Leeds, Newsagent April 6 
at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Woops, Epwiy Berry, Henley in — Warwick, Grocer 
April 6 at 11.30 Witness Room, 8 , Warwick 

Woopwarp, Tuomas James, Rochester, Farrier April 23 
at 11.30 115. High st, Rochester 

Yo, Atrrep Burvarp, Exeter, Di April 12 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Anpersoy, Jouy, Walbottle, Ree eed 
Newcastle on T Pet March 27 Ord 


Arrritt, Witi1am, Ne lof W, enue. iene 
t March 26 Ord March 28 


€ 

Baiiey, Witt, Ke Pie ates Dealer Northampton 
Pet March 20 Ord 20 

BELLI, ass, Seacombe, Cheshire, Builder Birkenhead 
Pet Feb 21 Ord March 28 

BLACKBURN, 4 on Wheelwright Nantwich 
Pet March 26 Ord March 26 


GertTruDE Mary wim 6 Kent, Tailor 
rd March 


ridge Wells Pet March 24 24 
Bortomiey, Tuomas, Liversed *nomical Manufacturer 
Dewsbury Pet Jan 31 March 27 
Bzavunp, JoszrH, Ilfracombe, Gardener Barnstaple Pet 

March 27 Ord March 
Browns, Gzorce WILLIAM Jaqueee, Wolverham: 
Builder Wolverhampton Pet March 27 Ord March 28 
Cottam, Wittiam Henry, Cheriton, Kent Galeber 
Pet March 26 Ord March 26 


et 
Crook, ALBERT. Sa'‘isbury, Wilts, Painter Salisbury Pet 
March 27 Ord Mar 
Day, Hewry. s. ae. © Grocer Stockton on Tees Pet 
D Sree Kingston Hull, Tailor Kingsto: 
EAN, ATE, Kin a} D m upon 
Hull Pet March 23 Ord March h 26 ° 4 
Eastwoop, Jonny THompson, Halifax, Fried Fish Dealer 
E — PS ion, Cambdg F Ki Li 
YRE, Henry, Ne e, Farmer s Lynn 
Pet March 27 Ord March 27 re-satn 
Hants, > scaamaaas Ports- 


Fsinsteix, BENJAMIN, Southses, 
mouth Pet March 26 Ord M 
Travelling 
rd March 26 


FRANKLIN, 

Gitt, Ricuarp, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorks, Teazle Grower 
York Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Greens, Erxsest ALBeat. W py Carman 
Southampton Pet March 26 March 2 

Harrstone, Cuarces Wixi1aM, Coventry, Tailor Coventry 
Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Hurcurses Wittiam Merthyr Bisewd Saddler Merthyr 

fil Pet March 27 Ord Mar 


di 

JOLLY AMBROSE oye es, and pe aall Ricz, Brockley, 
Kent, Builders Greenwich Pet Jan3it Ord March i 

Jones, Davip, Newcastle Emlyn, Licensed Victualler 
Carmarthen Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Jowitt, Atrrep, Dewsbury, York Dewsbury Pet March 
26 Ord March 26 

Leapmay, ALrrepD, Strand, Dealer A Fancy Goods High 
Court Pet Feb 19 Ord March 2 

Littywuite, Mary Janz, Kilburn High Court Pet 
March 14 Ord March 27 

Loyxes, Bvwin Jesse, Balham, Actor Wandeworth Pet 
March 26 Ord March 2 


Babes, 
Tunb 


Marknam, Hewry, Binethwick, & i, "ced West 
Bromwich Pet March 15 March z 

Mansuatt Tuomas, Bradley, nr by em Staffs, bey | 
Victualler Wolverhampton Pet March od 

Morsis, Francis Saunpers, 


Trafalgar sq, Consulting 

Engineer High Court Pet Feb23 Ord March 27 

Morty, Henry, » Builder High Court 
Pet Febi8 Ord March 26 

Nicnoisox, Arkivson Tuomas, Birkenhead, Draper 
Birkenbead ~~ March 27 Urd March 27 

Osvorse, Henay, F hoe, aaemyeene, Farmer 
Banbury Pet March 21 Ord March 2 


| 





Owens, Ricuanv, Crumlin, Mon, eee. Newport, Mon 
Pet March 28° Ord March 28 


Perers, CuHarnLes Wituam, New London aa, Corn Factor Factor 
High Court Pet Feb6 Ord March 24 

Prrcners, Wittiam T, aa, Getiinane, Surrey Guildford 
Pet March1 Ord March 26 

Reap, Wii1au, Northallerton, Boot Dealer Northallerton 
Pet March 24 Ord March 24 : 

Roserts, Samvuet. Harrogate, Yorks, Joiner York Pet 
March 27 Ord March 27 


SILv peas, , oun, Ou <p Watch Importer 
Poole Pet March 28 
Smira, cae ANGELA B ag Hove. Sussex Brighton 
Pet March 20 Ord March 28 
STEPHENSON, SAMUEL, and Jouw Topp SrePHENson, Gates- 
hi Durham ey Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
March 10 Ord March 22 
Suppens, Bens amin Ln ae Teruicte, Watchmaker 


¥ Coven Pet March 27 a De meng | - . ms 
ICKERY, WILLIAM, ons, paar arnata; 
Pet March 9 Ord oP tank 38 


Wevyuam, Toomas Kimser, Woking, Butcher Guildford 
Pet Jan 30 Ord March 24 

Wickens, Harry, Dae epee | Provision Dealer North- 
ampton Pet March 28 March 

Wivkixs, Heysy Hersert, 8t Alban, Hertford 8t Albans 

Pet —, 26 Og Ree & 

Wooppissz, Tuomas Epwarp, Alstonfield, Staffs, Builder 
Burton on Trent Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Woops, Epwin Berry, Henley i 
G Warwick 

WorpswortH, Joz Freeman, 
Worker Sheffield Pet March 28 0: 

Woopwarp, Tuomas James, Rochester, Farrier Rochester 
Pet March 26 March 26 

Yeo ALFRED ee, _— Dairyman Exeter Pet 
March 8 Ord March 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Rowe, Witu1am GeorceE, Linton, near Maidstone, Black- 
— ith Maidstone Adjud Dec 13,1899 Annul Feb 14, 


Broopan ART, JOSEPH, Manchester. Journalist Manchester 
djud June 27, 1859 Annul March 28, 1900 


London Gazette-—Tvurspay, April 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Austin, Amy Resecca, and Mary Jave Suaw, Doncaster, 
Fancy oe ag Sheffield Pet March 16 Ord March 9 

ATKINSON, JOHN, a Yorks, Pumber York Pet 
March 29 Ord M 29 


Bates, Epwiy, _—- Heath, ersiagina, E ectrician 
Manchester Pet March 29 Ord March 29 

Bett, SAMUEL i KE, York Pianoforte Manufacturer 
York Pet March 28 Ord March 23 

Bisnor, AucustinE, Accrington, Wh» esa'e Confectioner 
Blackburn Pet March 30 Ord March 30 

Bramuiey, Henry, Leicester, Coal Merchant Leicester 
Pet March 29 Ord March 29 

Braices, Georce Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Manu- 
facturer Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 29 Ord 


March 29 
om Joun, Botieg, York, Grocer Dewsbury Pet March 
Ord March 30 
Sewyam Sun- 
Bright:n Pet 


peat Gerorce Guirrix, Sun e.lan', 
derland Pet March 28 Od March 

Currorp James, Bright n, Soakastion” 
March 30 Ord March 30 

Coprock, CHARLES Henry, Throgmorton av, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet March 29 Ora March 9 

Evans, WILLIAM, Mvestentoest. Ironmonger Pembroke 
D.ck Pet March 31 Ord March 31 

Evenpey, GzorcE, Paid: ck Wood, Kent, Grocer Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet Febil4 Orca March 23 

Go.psrzis, Wituiam Isaac, and Zackanias ZARENsKY, 
Lachfo ~~ rington, Furniture Deale's Warrington 
Pet March 30 Ori March 30 

GaipsLe, ALFRED Wincretr, Walbrook, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Feb 21 Ord March 30 

Sheffield Pet 


HaprigLp, James. Sheffield, Fishmonger 
March 29 Ord March 29 

Jaques, Water Epuv ED, reais Warwick Pet 
March 31 Ord March 

Kenvatt, Joun, Birmingham, Electro Plater Birmingham 
Pet March 29 Ord rch 29 

Lazarus, Lewis, Clapton, Merchant High Court Pet 
Feb 6 March 31 

Leacrort, Freperick Ricnarp Beecuer, Handsworth, 
Solicitor Birmingham Pet March 13 Ord March 31 

Low, Rupert Hewson, Newmarket, Suffolk, Hairvresser 
Cambridge Pet March 31 March 31 

MoKeusm, J, Blackheath, Publican High Court Pet 


Maich 6 Ord March 31 
Nicsois, Tuomas, Morcambe, Lancs Preston Pet March 
30 Ord 


March 30 
Noyes, Witt1am Frepesick, ssepetows, Baker Bristol 
Pe, March 30 Ord March 
PaRkinsox, R, Acton, Bulder Breatford Pet Feb 16 
Ura ian -- Teddington, Merchant High Court 
Puituirs, OOLF, n, erchan ig 
Pet Feb6 Ord March #1 
Pirownicut, Gzorce Wiitiam, Oakham Rutland, 
Tinman Leicester Pet March 31 Ord March 31 


Procren Joux, Burnley, Painter Barnley Pet March 29 
Ord March 29 

ScaLe, Ampuose Goope Peckham, Job Master High 
Court Pet 4prilz Ord Aprii 2 

Scorr, mae ag veperie- G os, Wheeiwright Gloucester 

‘et March 29 Ord Murch 29 

Surpeerr, a Romford, Essex, Solicitor Ch:ims- 
ford Pet March 12 Ord March 28 

Sreruenson, Joun, Goole, Yorks, [in Deaer Wakefield 
Pet M rch 2 Ord March 29 

Wacken, Fuxvenicx, Feochurch st, D stememned High 
Court Pet March 8 Ord March 


Witxinson, Ropentr WiLLiam, Calling worth, Yorks, Grocer 
Bradford Pet March 29 
Woon, 
Pet 


Islington, ties Muschon High t 
homer ant igh Cour 
March Ord March 29 





Bariee 


BuaM 
1 
Cott 
9 








dford 


sck- 
b 14, 


ester 


ster, 
Pet 
cian 


urer 
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RECEIVING ORDERS RESCINDED, 


Ewex, J D, Member of St George’s Club, oie sq 
ie Bet egos Eee 
ah ILLIAM 1ngs —- 
Hvmiigh Court Bee Ord Jan 28° Rese Match 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ams, JOH ham, Cat Nail Manufacturer 
April ll r 11 174 Corporation st, Birmingham 

Aypersox, Joux, Wa'bottle, Northumberland, Builder 

April 10 at 11.80 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


ne 

Arnon, Jouyx, Harrogate, Plumber April 17 at 11.15 

Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

ATTRILL, Was Newport, I W, Carpenter April 14at3 
Off Rec, Ne I 


Barrett, CHARLES Faeprrick, Burslem, Staffs, Grocer 
A 12at1215 Ro: 
Bet, Samve. Luxe, Yi 
12at2 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York — é 
BLACKBURN, CHARLES, ees an, Wheelwright 
April 12 at 12.45 Royal Hotel, 
Buuxpett, Henry, Blackburn, Frat, Galeeman April 11 
at1 County Court house, Blackburn 
Bricas, Grorck Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Man 
facturer April 10at12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, ‘New. 
castle on 
Burman, Harry, Demielige Heath, Carman April 12 at 
i nkruptey bidgs, Carey st 
CotTHAM, WILLIAM ft Cheriton, Kent April 26 at 
Off Ree, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
CorPock, CHARLES Beet a av, Commission 
Agent April 10at23) Bankrup‘ev bldgs, Care’ — 
a Daniet Anpison, Sherston Mills, nr Malmes- 
tlk Weaver April 11 at 11.30 Off Ric, 46. 
Cricklade st, Swindon 
Eastwoop. Jonn Tuompson, Halifax, Fried Fish Dealer 
Ap:ii10at12 Off Ree, Townhall chm! 
Evass, Georce, Aldermaston. Berks, Farmer April 10 at 
12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 
Evenpen, Groner, Paddock Wood, Kent, Grocer April 11 
at 1.30 Swan Hotel, The Pantyles, Taunbri: Wells 
Goutpen, Henry, eS Glam, Miller A; 19 at 12 
Off Ree, 117, St Mary st, rdiff 
GRipBLe, Alvan, Winorers, “Walbrosk, Solicitor Apml 
10 at 1 gs, Carey 
@uxpry, Henry Jonny, Dorchester, Builder April 10 at 
12.30 Off Endless st, Salisbury 
Harsorriur, Ropert Tutry, Gateshead. Builder ril 11 
atil30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st Newcastle on 
Histon, Sterxen, Doynton, Glos, Journeyman Carpenter 
Aprililat 1245 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 
eae, oe. High ct Me Merthyr +. Saddler April 11 
12 
ear ALTER = Weokeote, ga, Farmer 
April 19 at 8.30 1. St Aldate’s, Oxford 
James, Jonny Tuomas, Burton on Trent, Smallware Dealer 
ang is im 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton 
on 
Jexkins, Henry, a mg Fishmonger April 10 at 12 
Off Ree, 5, Petty Cu , Cambridge 
Jones, Davip, Newe le Emlyn, Licensed Victualler 
April 12at 11 Off Rec, 4. Queen st, Carmarthen 
Kensat, Epwarp, Acton, Tobacconist April 12 at 3 Off 
Rec, 95, Temple —_— a av 
aon. Hizey, Swindon, Wilts, Gas Fitter April 11 at 11 
ff Rec, 40, Cricklade st, Swindon 
Sree F,. and A E Kynnersuey, Birmingham, 
Clothiers Aprili0atili 174, Corporation st, Birming- 
am 
Lazaros, aay Fang Merchant April 11 at 230 
Bankru; jarey st 
Lees, Ropgrt, ybridge, Chester, Licensed Victualler 
April 11 at 2.30 Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Locay. Groras, Merton, Surrey, Tailor Ap il 10 at 11 30 
24, Railway app, Londvun Bridge 
Loxwex, EDwin JEssk, Balham, Actor April 12 at 11.30 


21, Rai way app, London Bridge 
McKenzim, J, Blackheath, Publione Ap illlat12 Bank- 


uptey bldgs, Carey st 

edinece E A, Regent st, low oa Dealer Apri( 10 
atll Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Marksam, Henry, Smethwick, Stafford, Fruiterer April 
llati2 174 Corp ation st, Birmingham 

Miter, James Peaster, Nantwich, Livery stable Keeper 
Apri 12 at 11.45 Roya‘ Hote . Crewe 

Nicno.son, ATK Nson THOmas, yA pager April 
llat2 Off Rec, 85, Vict nia st, Liverpool 

Noyes, Wituam Freperick, Kingsdown, peste, 

Journeyman Baker April 11 at 1.16 Off Rec, Baldwia 
st, Bristol 

Nowx, Faeperick Witiiam, Haverhi'l, Suffolk, Baker 
Apri: 23 at 10,80 Off Rec, 6, Petty , Camb: 

Parkinson, R, Acton, Builder Apri! 10 at 3 221, Temp'e 
chmbre, femple av 

Parcn, Rosert Tuomas, Wrington, Somersets, Farmer 
sprilllati Off Rec, Ba dwin st. Bristol! 

Paynrgr, Rey Tuomas Brvittz, Vauxhall Bridge rd 
Aprilllatil Bankruptéy bidgs, Carey st 

Pai.uips, ET Be Wola Hay, nr Lichfield April 11 at 
1130 u 

nae Luruer Tuomas, ate Glam April 10 
at 12 185, High st, Merth 

Popp.eros, WILLIAM, Walaa "Journeyman Bridle Cutter 
April ll atil Off Rec, W: 

Reap, WILLIAM, n, Boot Dealer April 10 at 
11.16 Queen’s Hotel, Leeds 

Regan, Joux, Devon: Refreshment house Ki 
Aprillvatll Off , 6, Atheneum ter, Pl a 

Sanpys Lr Kensington, Artist Ap 2 at 12 


— AMBROSE Sooce Peckham, Jobmaster April 10 at 
] 


Bankru 
Suanp, Tuouas Aioeury Morte d ds, Publican April 12 at 


Ssortsovss, Samus. founder April 10 at 11 
8 Mg w Teiticons Labo 
miTH, ALpgRt WILLIAM, ro! urer A 

10 at 11 Off Reo, 31, Silver st, Lincoln eet 








Ssnra, Wi11aM, Lanes, Builder April 11 at 1.30 
County — 
ScurTHeRtanp, WILLIAM, ey Draper April 10 at 2 
'y * 


Off Ree, 31, 
To.nurst, Ep" A ANDER, Hastings, Fishmonger 
April 24 at 245 County Court Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, 


TuRtey, Wa xs, Tipton, Builder April 10 at 10.30 Off 
Wickers, Harry, so bok vision Dealer April 

10 at 12,30 Off County bldgs, N orthampton 
Worrart, WituiamM Gerorce, Auctioneer 


April 12at1i 174, Corporation st, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Arxrnsox, Jonx, Harrogate, Plumber York Pet March 
0 OM Mahe 


Bartss, Epwiy, Warrington, Electrician Manchester Pet 
March 29 Ord March 29 

Bgtu, and Luxg. York. Pianoforte Manufacturer York 
Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Brssor, Wittian Argylesq High Court Pet Jan3 Ord 


BisHor, AuGustine, Accrington, Wholesale Confectioner 

B w = + - oF land a Fitzroy 

URTON, WILLIAM SHAKESPEARE, Howlan aq 
High Court Pet Feb5 Ord 

Busu, Joun, York, Grocer Dewsbury Pet March 
80 Or "30 


Byass, a. See acaren, Cunetand, Nurseryman Sunder- 
Pet March 28 Ord March 
qoute. CHARLES, 8 pedtord, Draper Bedford Pet 
d March 


March7 Or 30 

Cuuss, Epwarp, m5 rd, Builder High Court Pet 

Cu oe ian Brighton, Bookseller Brighton Pet 
IFFORD, JAMES, 

Co ona oa teen issi 
PPOCK, BLES WRY, ay, 

Agent High Court Pet March 29 Ord March 29 
Daguine, Danret Appisos, Sherston Mills, nr Malmes' + 
Silk Weaver Swindon Pet March 13 "Ord March 3: 
Deep, Jase I, Senate, Pviotaniler Greenwich Pet 


Fvaxs, hie ye 5 Haverford Ironmonger Pembroke 


ck Pet March Ord 
Venema Sreruen, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, 
Corset Manufacturer Mancbester Pet March 9 Ord 


Go.stTerx, Wriiiam Isaac, and Zackanias ZARENSKY, 
Wi Furniture Dealers W arington 
March 30 Ord March 30 


Pet 

Grant, Witi1am Joun, Bassaleg, Mon Newport, Mon 
Pet March 20 Ord March 31 

Haprie.p, James, Sheffield, Fishmonger Sheffield Pet 
March March 29 


29 Ord 


Jaques, en Epuunpn Leamiogton Warwick Prt 
March 31 Ord March 31 

Kanprt, ly Hanover ct, Milton st, Cycle Agent High 
Court Pet Feb 


20 Ord March 30 
KenDA., Jonny, Electro Plater Birmingham 
Pet March 29 


30 
Keysat, Epwarp, Acton, Tobacconist Brentford Pet 
March 2 Ord March 


Krocamatnix, M, Manchester, Job Merchant Manchester 
Pet Feb 23 March 31 

Kywwerstey, K F,and A E Kynversuey. Birmingham, 
Clothi Birmingham Pet Feb 19 Ord March 30 

ser Cambridge 

Macintosu, GrorGE —y Up Tooting, Engineer 
High Court Pet Jan 29 rd March 29 

Mc Mriian, Ernest ponte Regent st, Fancy Goods 
Dealer High Court Pet March 7 Ord’ March 31 

Morean, J Lewis, Railway 2, joke Bridge, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Jan 12 March 23 

Nicno.s, THomas, Lancs Preston Pet March 
80 Ord March 30 

Noyes, WILL1am Frepenick, Kicgsdown, Bristol, Journey- 
man Baker Bristol Pet March 30 Ord March 30 

PLownieut, Grorcz WitiiaM, Oakham, Rutland, Tiaman 
Leicester Pet March 31 Ora 

Procter. Joux, Burnley, Painter 


Ord March 29 

Scorr, Samugt, Painswick, Glos, Wheelwright Gloucester 
Pet March 29 Ord March 

Suarp, Exizasera, Bingley, Yorks Bradford Pet March 
x8 O1d March 29 

Sxoox, <a. a= wey, Daeet, Builder Dorchester 

Srarnnasos a Goole, Yorks, Tin Dealer Wakefield 

‘et March 29 Ord March 29 


Ww aerate Builder 
mh, ba Sond Margh 3 came — 


Wann * mea Witiam, Cull 
Grocer’ Bradtord Pet March 29 Ont March 29°" 


AnsunepATaog 4 ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ER RESCINDED. 


Kine, Tuomas, Noel ae oe, ot 
High Court Oct 1, 1 
Bee Oe inael March 28, 

ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Coz, Epwarp Tomas, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Veterinary 
3 Tpswich Adjud Dec 2?, i883 Annul Ma-ch 16, 


Br Joux Atpeet, Neath, Glam » Coachbuilder 
ma Je Adjud June 16, 1892 Anoul March 22, 1900 


ers 
Low, Rossrt Hewson, aoe, Hairdre- 
Pet March 31 Ord March 3 


Clerk in GPO 
Adjud Oct 1, 1891 








AR letters intended for publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer, 





Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
268. ; by Post, 28s. Soitcrrors’ JouRNAL, 
26s.; by Post, 28s. Volwmes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 58. 6d. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regulazity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 








ESSRS. INDERMAUR & THWAITES 
(Editors of the ‘‘ Law Students’ ay a fines ge = 


22, W.C., continue to 
in and through the Poet 
for the and Intermediate Examinations 
and for the Bar Final. personally or by letter. 
Panny ta nian, for sud during the any. 

at lor . 

L ped phy ne er | member of 2 classes (26) who 
<¢ most passed. Ost Out of 15 seat in for 
nest oocie de aden Honours list, including 2 Prizemen. 





M* CUTHBERT SPURLING, M.A., 
ey (Oxford), First Class Honours, late Inte Scholae 
— of the lith Edition of “ 
et ai te w,” Oe OREPARE fe tor 
the Bar and all University Law Hee py TRH 
Bar Examination, May, Py Ye 
June, 1899—A gunpt tn BLS B.C.L. degre a Oxtor. 
Address, 11, ew-court, Lincoln’ 
R. BERTRAM JACOBS, ‘LL.B. (Load.), 
prudence and nd Roman La Fist in Honour — ‘laa 
and Equity, Page A poy oa 
and University Law Scholar, Coaches for all Law Ecam- 





AW.—Clerkship Desired by a Solicitor for 


Cc Common Law, or Geaeral 
= mveyancing, ae on Law, or — 
enengetis moderate aalary. — W., 94, Geldeston-rsad, 
C , N. 





r SOLICITORS, &c., uiring Cit 

Offices at very 
Small suites of Offices to be Let in new . 
with use P m 


near Broad-street 
be di to suit —Apply to Lanper, Bepsiis, 
& Crompton, Me architect 6. 6, John-street, Bedford-row, W.C. 


Os)! of SHEFFIELD. —The Corporation 





of Cs oe peat to Accept Loans on Mort- 
or Deposit. — , Crry AccouNTANT aND 
fs EGISTRAR, SL ee” 





Sore Dev pian ne ed and Others. 
—M. om me Lad London, is always 
ge ney ag of 74 


to Purchase 
ey, i aya oe ee repair or For postion ta —. 
resBeOLD GROUND - ~EED (Soot 
£84 per annum Ny £32 per 





annum T £3,916 ; £31 2s. per 
uae At dtaene 
street, street, Stoke Newington. 





eee well let Shop Prope 


outer Suburb, for Sale, to pay 
pt mT 
aw g ey ee oe CKENZIE, 


5 PER CENT. CENT. PRIVEE — 
sci Greate ae ea 
FLLEXANDER & ‘SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pastiamentary Butts, Mixvres or Evipgrce, Booxs or 
Rererence, Statements or Cua, Axswena, &c., &c. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 
and all General and Commercial Werk. 


Every description ption of Printing. 


Printers of 7HE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
_a WEEKLY REPORTER, 


27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C, 








pe Lt 
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QAFE INVESTMENT, last eee years’ TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. IMPERIAL to Private Insurers. 
average turnover £30,000, net profits £2,500 per as et TH E ER AL INSURANCE OOMP 
return can be tripled, guaranteed interest, ANY 
one quart, Offered fo Piiate Inventory of £1.09 ot DALRYMPLE HOME, tmairzep, FIRE. 
Ta one amount £5,000; this is a genuine and RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
; professional moneylenders need not reply ; For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. a 


every in tion courted ; no partnership entertained.— 
nas “* Solicitors’ Journal ’’ Office, 27, Chancery- 
ane, 


For Terms, &c., spply_to 





. &. D. HOGG, 


1, Old Broad-street, E.C., 22, rw 8.W., and 47, 


Medica T Superintendent. Subscribed Remi, £1,200,000 ; ne £300,000, 





EWRITING and SHORTHAND, — 
Legal Documents accurately Copied by Skilled 
Assistants; experienced Shorthand Writer available for 
occasional cosasional cnqngenent.— M- H. D. Donatpsoy, 2, Old 


EDE AND SON, 





M.R.C.P. Lond. Principal : H 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: J. mnADLET NEALE, M.B., 

RILEY, ‘Assoc. Soc. 


Study of oo Thirty at Experience. Excellent 
Legal ond ediogt Relwenen. For terms and particulars 
apply hive NY or the Principal. 


‘otal Funds over £1 500,000, 
= COZENS SMITH, aioe Manager, 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London, 


Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 








ROBE ASA? MAKERS. 


ME... oe dal INEBRIETY. sae of a bi 
eo agg ric es suppli 
To Her  Masesty. th the Lord —~Ti the Whole fte) HOME FOR LADIES. Francis B. Macpowatp, Secretary. 
Bench, Corporation of London, &e (Under the 1879 Act or privately.) 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRIST?RS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

Law and Gowns for Registrars, Tow | genial work and recreation. 

erks, and Olerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 








Dr. J. M. HOBSON can receive a few Ladies under his 
personal care. Home life, with every facility for con- 


Address : 
Glendalough, Morland Road, Croydon. 





THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1898, 


BY AUTHORITY, 





Ev uisite under the above Acts 
ery req — supplied on the 





ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





in Baker-street Station —PORTRAIT MODEL of SIR | 

ALFRED MILNER. Commissioner of South Africa 

a KRUGER; LORD SALISBURY; the | 
Hon, Mr. J, CHAMBERLAIN ; CAPTAIN | 


8. 

Mr. J.J. DARLING, —- of the Australian Team of | 
GRAND HISTORICAL TABLES AUX. REPRESENTING | 
IMPORTANT EVENTS in ENGLISH HISTORY. 
VISCOUNT pomeoer® + 4 ORIGINAL PIANO 
Music. Orchestral Performances. Organ Recitals | 

Childven under 12, 64 
Admission, 1s. ; under 12, 6d. Extra Rooms, 6d. 


2} to 5 Guineas. Billiards, 








‘SUN 


A. W. COUSINS, 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 


; 8ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 
ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, | 5, gentlemen under the Acts and privately. on 


Apply to Resident Medical ween ent, 
Telegrams—‘ Neale, Highshot, Twickenham 
INSURANCE OFFICE. 


LAW COURTS 1 BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 


Sum Insured in 1898 Exceeded £430, 000,000. 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
use. 
ee ma RANDA -— ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


y ar in form for 
Setabiton. nine obeFivicatEs, | DEBENTURES 
liards, Tennis, ain, &e, CHEQUES, | ~~ 
SEALS 4 dedigned tal eek “yo ~~ Skeet 


E, NEALE, 7 B.8. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & GO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeante’-inn). 

_Aannal and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


Founded 1710. 


District Manager. 

















INCORPORATED 


LAW SOCIETY. 


CLASSES AND TUITION FOR ARTICLED CLERKS. 
TUTORS. 
J.Cantzr Harrison, 30, Bedford-row, W.C.—Equity, Conveyancing, Common Law, and Bankruptc 


Lronarp H. West, LL.D., Birkbeck Bank-chambers, Chancery- 


lane, W.C 


.—Criminal and Magisterial Law ; Probate, eee and Admiralty ; and 


Ecclesiastical Law. Stephen’s Commentaries. 


Cuasses for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on four | 
afternoons each week during the following periods: August to January; 
January to June. 

These periods afford five months’ class preparatiou, and students are 
advised to subscribe for a full course otherwise the work must necessarily | 
be hurried. 

Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate | 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but it | 
is recommended that they should avail thomselves of both modes of in- 
struction. 

Subscribers to either Class or Postal instruction have the opportunity of 
consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview or 
by letter at any time. 

To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic | 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation 
through the post has a devised, and is found to be useful where personal | 
tuition is impracticable. 

Class instruction is also provided on the eelected portions of Stephen's 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the | 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction. 
Students can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 
length of attendance, except that no fee shall be less than that for a three | 
"hee provided hi bscribers stud. d book: ed | 

8 are where su may study, an 8 are suppli 
without extra ° ” 

Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. 

‘The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society | 

on three afternoons in each week during the followin os pee: August to 
Bovepher; October to January ; January to April ; ch to June. 

Subscribers ma wes ae 9 for successive classes. 

Books can be o' from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending 
library, for an annual subscription of a guinea and a-half to cover the course 
of wosk for the Final Examination, and Stephen’s Commentaries can be 
supplied to either Class of Postal Subscribers, at an annual subscription 
of one guinea, on application to the Tutor, Dr. West. 

In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination 
the Postal instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the 
selected portions of Step hex's Commmententon. 

For those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is | 





afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity 
| Common Law, Bankruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Law 

Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. 

These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one 
| year’s tuition receive additional assistance. 

These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend 
| that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
| Articles, and the Final course soon after the [Intermediate Examination has 
been passed. 

The results obtained have been satisfactory. Many pupils have obtained 
honours, and the percentage of passes is a high one, exceeding §85 per cent. 
| of between three and four hundred pupils who last presented themselves for 
|examination. It has ha —— on several occasions that all Class pupils 
have been successful, and the same has occurred in the case of subscribers to 
| the Correspondence Courses. 


TERMS. 
FINAL. 
Class Instruction, 5 months... «- £9 90 
iy ates eae Postal Instruction... “ g é QO 
9 . 1*] 
si pe iraaniow Postal Instruction... 660 
” ” 3 months . 7 7 0 
after previous Postal Instruction... ji - &©6O0 
| Postal Instruction, 2 years ... oe , aoe 
“ 1 year ... .»« 660 
“INTERMEDIATE. 
Ca Intact, months £770 
ow after previous Postal Instruction... sak 6650 
ef at 8 moni ie) ee ete 440 
after previous Postal instruction... Sie ies ons 330 
Postal Instruction, 2 years .. na ee 660 
* pr 2 months ... oo aa ae 440 


ven or held in connection with 
Education, upon payment 
of an Inn of Court, the 


PN PI Ae and Classes 1 
the Inns of Court, under the direction of past = ye 
of half the fees payable by other “3 asd Sees 
Council of the 


Incorporated Law ety having ape a with the Council of uca- 
tion for payment of the remainder. will also be admitted to the viva voce 
Examinations at the end of each Term. 


Articled Clerks may obtain particulars of such Lectures and Classes, oot vouchers for 
Tickets, upon application to the SzozzTary of the Incorporated Law Soci 
Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made hag to the ‘nen, 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Barotay & Oo,, Limirzp.”’ 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. June, 1898, 
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